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Are Legal Changes Impending ? 

In JUNE last we referred to the rumours then current as to 
the appointment of the Attorney-General to the bench, probably 
| as a Lord of Appeal, and as to Mr. Buckmaster, K.C., when he 

obtained a seat in the House of Commons, succeeding Sir JOHN 
SmMmon as Solicitor-General ; and we remarked that, although 
probably premature, they might ultimately prove to be in the 
nature of intelligent anticipation. Some further confirmation of 
the rumours may perhaps be gained by the announcement that 
Mr. BuckMASTER (obviously on the advice of head-quarters, 
and apparently to the dissatisfaction of local Liberals) has been 
adopted as Liberal candidate for the Keighley division of 
Yorksh're, 


The Cause Lists. 

THE CHIEF feature of the Michaelmas cause lists is the increase 
in appeals, There were 182 at the commencement of the Trinity 
Sittings, while there are now270. This is, to some extent, accounted 
for by the swollen list of Workmen’s Compensation Appeals 
containing no fewer than seventy cases. “ Dependants ” and their 
legal advisers are naturally eager to reach tribunals which bring 
to the administration of this branch of the law, such exquisite 
refinements, “ quips and sentences and paper bullets of the brain.” 
The Chancery list corftains 389 causes and matters, and fifty two 
company matters, as against an aggregate of 301 at the com- 
mencement of the last sittings and 395 a year ago. The 
King’s Bench list shews a total of 740 causes, as against 1,120 a 
year ago. The Probate, &c., Division bas 508 causes, as against 
345 at the commencement of the Trinity Sittings and 528 a year 
| ago. 

The Opening of the Courts. 

It 1s comparatively rarely that the procession at the opening 

of the sittings shews no change in the judges who waddled or 
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stalked up the Central Hall in the previous year. ‘This was the 
case on Thursday, notwithstanding the rumours from time to 
time set afloat of the probable retirement of certain learned 
| persons who had earned their pensions. These rumours pro- 
|ceed on the assumption that once the.pension is secured, an 
English judge eagerly seizes the opportunity to throw off his 
| robes and retire to private life ; but this appears to be a mistake. 
| There is a certain charm in the changing incidents of life on the 
| bench, and after many years’ enjoyment of them, private life 
| becomes (to use the expression we once heard attributed to a 
| learned retired judge) “deadly dull.” And so the judge hangs 
on to his post, not always, perhaps, to the advantage of litigants. 


| 


Insane Criminal Impulse, 

TO ALL persons concerned in the administration of criminal law, 
says an eminent correspondent, “the unsettled question, whether 
an Irresistible Impulse to commit a crime isa sufficient defence for 
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the madman who commits it, is a problem of great interest and | to deport, remove and exclude from a particular territory, British 
importance. The recent report of Hex vy. Huy (22 Cox’s Criminal | subjects whose presence in the territory is, from one cause or 
Cases, 286), which appears to dispose of the doubt, will therefore | another, undesirable. Such deportation is, occasionally, of an 
probably be eagerly noted by many of your readers. For, accord- | administrative character, enabling the British officials to remove 
ing to the headnote, that case establishes the precedent that | British subjects whose presence menaces the peace or the order 
‘ Where the prisoner knew the nature and quality of his act, and | of the foreign territory. But the validity of such a regulation 
knew that it was wrong, but through disease of the mind was unable | has been questioned, and it has never, so far as we are aware, 
to control a homicidal impulse, he was found to be insane so as not | been the subject of judicial decision. We are far from expressing 
to be responsible.’ But before any of your readers cite this report | any opinion as to the sufficiency of the reasons which led to 
in court as an authority, I would advise them to check it by the | deportation in the particular case, but the question whether the 
official report of the actual evidence given at the trial, as to the | local government possesses the power which it claimed to exercise 
prisoner's state of mind (C.C.C. Sess. Pap. 155, 337). There they | is one of the utmost importance, and we are glad to learn that 
will find that the only medical witness called for the defence | proceedings are to be taken to test the validity of the deporta 
admitted that the prisoner ‘ knew the nature of his act . . dut| tion. 

he did not know the quality of the act.’ He therefore was clearly| A Question Arising Out of the War between 
irresponsible, under settled rules of law-——-whether uncontrollable Turkey and Italy. 


homicidal impuls» be or be not, of itself, a defence. I should add We HAVE from time to time in these columns referred to the 
that the italics are, in both cases, my own. anomalous position occupied by the African Protectorates, from 
,; a juridical point of view. The typical difficulty is illustrated by 

The New London Deputy-Chai: an. i juridica I a YI y > ? 
ee ae — what took place at the trial of the defendants in Reg. v. Jameson 


THE RETIREMENT of Mr, LovELAND-LoveLAND from the post! (;39g 9 ©. B. 425: but more fully reported in three folio 
‘ . ‘ . ; OU, « . . Vv; 

of Deputy ( hairm an of the ( ounty of L yndon (Juarter Sessions h is volumes) .* that case the question was raised whether ‘ 
aes : , i . ; she . | bs . , € < ’ as LY c « By 
been followed by the appointment of Mr. A. J. LAwRrte to the| Protectorate, like the native part of Bechuanaland, can be said 
vacant office. It is always difficult to fill this post with a barrister to be part of the British dominions. For the purposes of the 
whose experience has fitted him to discharge all its varied duties ; | foreign Enlistment Act, 1870, it was held to be a question for 

. . P . ° ° il | 4 . ’ ’ . 
since it includes three branches of practice seldom united in the | yy6 jury whether the Queen did, in fact, exercise sovereign 
“aha ° . ; ) ’ ’ see 
hands of one advocate—namely, criminal work, licensing| ,iohts in the Protectorate, and it was not necessary for the 

P . ° +4 t ’ —s 
appeals, and rating cases. Mr. Lawrie is a comparatively Queen’s Bench Division to say yea or nay to the actual question 
junior member of the Bar to receive so important a position, since whether the Protectorate was as much part of her Majesty’s 
he is only thirty-eight years of age, and has been calledonly twelve | gominions as, say, the soil of Cape Colony. In the case of these 
years. But he has already for several months acted as deputy | African Protectorates one possible difficulty of enormous impor- 
in the place of the judge whom he succeeds ; and he has also| tance is absent—there is no other civilized Power that can claim 
twice filled during vacation the post of Chairman at the same the soil as part of its dominions. The difficulty, however, which 

. . “xy . . . : X . ’ ’ 

Sessions. In both capacities he has given great satisfaction toall| thus arises when one Power exercises virtual sovereignty and 
who have appeared before him ; his courtesy, good sense and | another claims the soil as part of its dominions, is likely to call 
judicial fairness have been not less marked than his grasp of | for some practical solution very shortly in the case of Egypt. 
legal principles ; and his conduct of cases before him has fully | The position there brought about by the separation of legal and 
earned for him his promotion to the post which he filled so} gotual sovereignty is likely to prove extremely critical. Egypt 

‘ -cessf , as gs sti te for ig ra) AR av xf > F a 5 ; ’ ‘ . *y: c 
successfully ral wh titute for his predecessor. It may be added | till in name, and for many juridical purposes, forms part of the 
that Mr. LAwnkte has been himself a practitioner at the Sessions| (¢¢oman dominions. In fact, and for all ordinary purposes 
ee 8. , 
and at the Old Bailey, and for some years has been frequently | of administration, it is governed by Great Britain. Now 
engaged in Post Office and Treasury prosecutions. rhe theory, through Egypt lies the only practicable route for the Turkish 
advanced in some quarters, that this appointment should go to} and forces in any march on Tripoli that may be contemplated 
a rating specialist, or a licensing specialist, seems to overlook | }y the Sultan’s Government. Which is to prevail, the Turks’ 
the enormous importance of the criminal work in this court, | tachnical right of passage over their own soil, or the British 
which meets twelve times a year to dispose of criminal cases. | right of virtually es occupation? To refuse to allow the passage 
Some names which have been suggested for the vacant post are | of ‘Turkish troops through Egypt would be onhentins 06 decging 

] wre . 0 rs rj ‘ anv ’ j f ( ‘ a _s Pip H : mi 

those of circuit practitioners without any claims to a London | the Sultan’s technical right of sovereignty over his own dominions. 
appointment, and in some cases with very little claim of any | To permit these troops to pass will be an admission that the 
kind, except on political grounds, to any sort of judicial post. British occupation is not completely effective. The British 
— seems no reason to doubt that Mr. Lawrig, although | (jovernment may be extremely unwilling, on political grounds, 
younger than most of his predecessors have been when first] to give Turkey access by land to Tripoli. Yet, if an actual 
nominated, is in every way worthy of the office to which the| refusal becomes necessary and takes place, it will not be easy to 





» Secretary has appointed hi : . al 
Home Secretary has appointed him. continue to regard Egypt as part of the Ottoman Empire for any 
Deportation from British Protectorate. purpose whatever. Egypt will then either be part of the British 


dominions—much as Bechuanaland is—or will be an independent 
State. Its position in that case possibly would be comparable 
to that of Zanzibar, where the King of England has jurisdiction 
by virtue of express treaties, but which is nevertheless an 
| independent State under British protection, and in no sense part 
of the British dominions 


WE COMMENTED (an/e, p. 761) on the order for deporting Mr. 
GALBRAITH COLE, a son of the Earl of Enniskillen, from British 
Kast Africa, after being acquitted on a charge of murdering a 
native, on the ground that his presence excited racial animosity. 
It now appears that the order has been carried into effect. The 
English law with regard to the expatriation of British subjects, 
as stated in a familiar passage of Blackstone's Commentaries, is 
that “ no power on earth, except the authority of Parliament, can | 
send any subject of England out of the land against his will, no, | 





Misdirection as to the Facts in Capital Charges. 
THe CAsE of R. v. Ellson (reported 27 J. P. newspaper, 471) 
ject ; ( is interesting as being the first case in which the Court of 
not even a criminal. For exile and transportation are punish- | Criminal Appeal has set aside a conviction for murder. In a 
ments unknown to the common law, and whenever the latter is previous case (Ji. v. Jefferson, 1908, 72 J. P. 467), however, the 
now inflicted it is either by the choice of the criminal himself to | court had altered the verdict of guilty into a verdict of “ guilty 
escape a capital punishment, or else by the express direction of | but insane,” and had directed the appellant to be detained in 
some modern Act of Parliament.” This law has since been modified | custody as a criminal lunatic under the provisions of the Trial of 
by the Acts relating to transportation and penal servitude, but | Lunaties Act, 1883, and section 5 (4) of the Criminal Appeal 
otherwise, except in the case of India, there is no statutory | Act, 1907. The present case deserves notice as shewing that 
warrant for deporting or removing a subject from the United | the court will apparently demand greater care and accuracy 
Kingdom. But in places subject to the Foreign Jurisdiction Acts, | from the judge who sums up in a murder case, than they 
there is given by some Orders in Council under these Acts power | will insist upon when the resulting verdict is less grave. 
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There the appellant had been convicted on the evidence of a 


man who had been an accessory after the fact, and whose | 


evidence, therefore, required corroboration. Two less important 
witnesses were called by the Crown to corroborate him on minor 
points ; the defence suggested that all three were engaged in a 
conspiracy to shield some other person who was the real criminal. 
Every experienced advocate will see at once that in such cireum- 
stances it is all-important to know when the three witnesses first 
told their story; if they told it immediately after the crime, 
obviously they could have had little opportunity to concoct 
a common fable. 
witness had made three statements in all; the first, 
which he made immediately after the crime was com- 
mitted, did not contain a number of details which he 
stated in the witness-box at the police-court and which were 
corroborated by the minor witnesses. This first statement was 
not put in evidence by the prosecution, and counsel for the 
defence never saw it till the trial was over. Being unaware that 
it differed from the later statements, he was, of course, unable to 
cross-examine with a view of eliciting that fact. The learned 
judge, who likewise was unaware of the discrepancy, treated the 
police-court statement in his summing up as if it were identical 
with the original statement ; indeed, he told the jury that it must 
be so, since otherwise the counsel for the defence would have raised 
the point in cross-examination. The learned judge had, by a 
very natural slip, overlooked the fact that counsel for the defence 
might not have seen the details of a statement which had never 
been put in evidence. This oversight of the judge was held by 
the Court of Criminal Appeal to be a sufficient misdirection to 
give them a legal ground for quashing the verdict, since, 
although the slip was a small one, its effect was great. The 
jury would obviously have attached great importance to the 
discrepancy in the two statements had they known of it. 


New Trials in- Criminal Cases. 


THE JUDGMENT of the Criminal Appeal Court in Rex v. Ellison 
(supra) is also important ‘as containing what can only be 
regarded as a strong protest against the policy of the Criminal 
Appeal Act, and an equally strong suggestion for the amend- 
ment of the Act, addressed to the Legislature. Mr. Justice 
DARLING, of course voicing the court itself, said that it was 
greatly to be regretted that a new trial could not be ordered, as 
would have been the case in civil proceedings, where a verdict 
is set aside on the ground of misdirection: “it was desirable 
that all the facts should again be submitted to a jury with an 
adequate and proper direction, and they hoped that what he 
was saying would at all events be considered by those who had 
power to amend the law in this respect.” With all deference 
to the Court of Criminal Appeal, it is by no means certain 
that the powers that be would be well-advised to “amend the 
law in this respect.” The policy of the Criminal Appeal Act, 
1907, is to afford facilities for the accused person to appeal 
from a conviction, not to enable the Crown to appeal against 
acquittals. Where “a point of law of exceptional public im- 
portance ” is involved, section 1 (6), of the Act makes provision 
for an appeal to the House of Lords by either prosecution or 
defendant, and one case under this enactment has occurred 
Rex v. Ball (1911, A. C. 47). But this is the only instance in 
which the Act of 1907 does anything to enable the prosecution 
to appeal against acquittals. And the possibility that a villain 
may have escaped the hangman through the net provided 


by the Criminal Appeal Act, does not seem to be sufficient | 


justification for further trenching on the broad differences 
that still exist between criminal and civil procedure. It is 
rather implied, in the strong remarks of the Court of Criminal 
Appeal in the case of [ex v. Ellson, that the want of power to 
order a new trial as in civil cases is a defect, or possibly a 
casus omissus, in the Criminal Appeal Act. It is submitted 
that the power of ordering a new trial was not accidentally 


omitted from the Act of 1907, and is better not conferred in | 


criminal cases. 


Lien for Costs on Property Recovered. 
THE DECISION in Re Cockrell’s Estate (1911, 2 Ch. 318) is 


Now, as a matter of fact, the chief | 


although a solicitor may ba entitled to a lien on property, under 
section 28 of the Solicitors Act, 1860, for the costs of proceedings 
| to recover or preserve it, yet he may lose the benefit of his lien 
in consequence of his client being indebted to the estate of which 
the property forms part. Section 28 provides that where a 
solicitor is employed to prosecute or defend any suit, matter, or 
proceeding in any court of justice, the court may declare him 
entitled to a charge upon the property recovered or preserved. 
In Le Cockrell’s Estate the action was a creditor’s action brought 
in 1907 for the administration of the estate of a testator who had 
died in 1901. One of the executors died in 1908, having been 
previously declared a bankrupt. The plaintiff asked for the 
sanction of the court to a provisional sale of property forming 
part of the estate for £383. The solicitor of the surviving 
executor opposed this, and a sale by auction was ordered ol 
produced £400. The surviving executor was found to 
be indebted to the estate to the extent of £64, and on 
further consideration he was allowed his costs, but these 
were to be set off against the £64 due. Owing to his cir- 
cumstances, this meant that his solicitor would not be paid, 
and the solicitor sought to avoid this result by applying for a 
lien on the £400 fer his costs of the sale, At first sight it may 
not be clear that any property was “ recovered or preserved ” ina 
“ suit, matter or proceeding”; but Nevituer, J., held that these 
words were wide enough to cover the realization of property by 
a sale under the order of the court, and hence the case was one 
in which a declaration of lien might have been made, notwith- 
standing that the actual benefit, having regard to the costs of 
the sale, was nil. But the previous order as to costs had, in the 
learned judge’s opinion, rendered this impossible. The client 
had already obtained an order for payment of his costs, 
including the costs incident to the sale, and provision had been 
made for their payment by set-off. In these circumstances, to 
have allowed the lien would have been equivalent to paying 
the costs twice over, and the application, therefore, was 
refused. 


Undue Influence. 

THE EXTENT to which gifts are liable to be set aside on the 
ground of undue influence forms an important branch of the law, 
and it is interesting to note that the Court of Appeal affirmed 
the judgment of NevILLE, J, in Re Coomber (1911, 1 Ch. 674), 
In that case a mother made a voluntary assignment to one of her 
sons of trade premises which had belonged to her husband, and 
which, under his will, had passed, with the rest of his property, 
to her. After the husband’s death the son carried on the business 
on his mother’s account, and at the time of the assignment it was 
arranged that he should pay her £3 a week out of the profits, 
making up, with the income of other property, £6 a week. The 
assignment was prepared, on her instructions, by a solicitor, and 
he explained its effect to her, but he did not give her any advice 
| as to the transaction itself. After the mother’s death an elder 
son attempted to upset the gift of the business, the main 
ground being that the donee, since he was carrying 
on the business for his mother, was her agent, and in a fiduciary 
position to her, and that this threw upon him the burden of 
| proving that she had independent advice. Nevitwe, J., held, 
however, that the fact that the donee was in a fiduciary position 
did not exclude evidence of other circumstances which might 
account for the gift. So far as he was agent merely, the fiduciary 
| position raised, in the learned judge’s opinion, a presumption of 

undue influence which required independent advice to rebut it. 
But he was not only an agent. According to the evidence, the 
father had intended him to have the business, and the cireum- 
stances shewed that the gift was not, in fact, due to his agency. 
| Hence it was not the result of undue influence arising out of a 
| fiduciary position; independent advice was not necessary to 
support it, and the gift was valid. The Court of Appeal affirmed 
the decision, but, as we gather, upon the wider ground that mere 
agency is not one of the fiduciary relations which raises the 
presumption of undue influence. A gift to an agent, therefore, 
need not be supported by independent advice. 
The Hall in the Royal Courts of Justice. 
ENGLISH LAWYERS who visit the Parliament Hall, which forms 





unsatisfactory from the solicitor’s point of view, for it shews that | part of the Scottish law courts in Edinburgh, cannot but think 
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that it is in many respects superior to the Great Hall ia the 
Royal Courts of Justice in London. The Scottish Hall has an 
air of antiquity, and is filled with the statues, busts, and por- 
traits of eminent lawyers. It is well lighted and adapted for the 
meeting of suitors and their counsel, and is, in fact, during the 
Sittings of the Court of Session, crowded with barristers in robes, 
solicitors and litigants who are waiting for the summons to the 
hearing of the cause in which they are interested. In immediate 


proximity to the hall is the advocates’ library, a magnificent | 


collection of volumes, tar superior to any one which is elsewhere 
provided for the use of the legal profession. The English Hall 
is a melancholy contrast. A more useless structure can hardly 
he conceived. The gothic ornaments may excite our admiration, 


but the walls are bare and lifeless. Busts and pictures are absent. | 
‘and the recovery of this sum means that the insolvent estate will 


The only statues represent the architect of the courts, and a 


Chief Justice who first took his seat many years after the | 


buildings had been completed. The hall, for all practical purposes, 
is really a skeleton without object or utility. It is umprovided 
with seats; it is far removed from the library; and it 
affords no ready access to the courts assigned vo the trial of 


causes. ‘The origin of this melancholy failure cwnnot easily be 


discovered, It can hardly be thought that there was any unneces- | 
| and, in the cireumstances supposed, the £500 must be paid over 


sary haste in the design and execution of a public work which 
was admitted to be of the highest importance. And we are 
rather afraid that no lesson has been learned from its failure, 
and that there is no security against similar imperfections in the 
erection of other courts of justice, 


An Old Legal Firm, 

Tue peATH of Mr. R. A. WARREN, formerly the head of 
“ Warrens,” of 99, Great Russell-street, Bloomsbury, W.C., at 
his residence near Worthing, in his ninety-second year, reminds 
us that his firm is not less distinguished for longevity than he 
was himself. It was founded in 1757 by Mr. WiILuiAM Bray, 
the grandfather of Mr. Justice Bray. Mr. Bray is said to have 
combined in a remarkable manner the functions of solivitor and 


specialist in estate management, and farmed his own land for | 


over fifty years. Mr. Augustus WARREN, the father of the 
was subsequently known as Bray, Warren, & Harding. Mr. 
Kt. A. WArRreN, on his admission in 1843, joined the partnership, 
and, like the founder of the firm, both carried on an extensive 
practice as solicitor in London and farmed over 500 acres in 
Sussex for over forty-five years. On his retirement from practice 
he took up the life of a country gentleman, acting as a justice of 
the peace for Sussex, and generally associating himself with the 


and as soon as B is in danger of having to satisfy A’s demand, he is 
entitled to call upon C to protect him against the liability. Hence, 
while A’s claim must be made against B and against B only, yet 
the practical effect of the indemnity is to cause the claim to be 
satisfied by C. 

In the recent case of Le Richardson (1911, 2 K. B. 705) the 
question arose whether this right of the creditor to be paid, in 
effect, by the cestui que trust was interfered with by the bank- 
ruptey of the trustee. The trustee’s right of indemnity passes 
to his trustee in bankruptcy, and if it is treated merely as an 
asset of the estate, then, upon a sum of money being recovered 
under it, this would be available, like the rest of the assets, for 
creditora generally. Thus, to revert to the above example, if A’s 
claim is for £500, B’s claim against C is for the like amount, 


be increased by £500. Against the estate, as thus increased, A 
would have a right of proof, and would receive a dividend on his 
debt. It has been held, however, by the Court of Appeal, that 
this is not the operation of a right of indemnity in bankruptcy. 
The right is not available for the general creditors, and any sum 
recovered under it does not go to swell the estate. It is ear- 
marked for the satisfaction of the claim of the principal creditor, 


by B’s trustee in bankruptcy to A. 

The question arose in connection with leasehok! liabilities 
which had already been before the court in St. 7homas’s Hospital 
v. Richardson (1910, 1 K. B, 271). The governors of the hospi- 
tal had, in 1848 and 1850, granted leases of property in St. 


|Thomas’s Square, Hackney, for terms which expired at Lady 


public life of the county—his popularity with all classes of the | 


community being great 





The Effect of Bankruptcy on Rights 
of Indemnity. 


IT 18 one of the ordinary incidents of the relation of trustee and 
cestur que trust that the trustee is entitled to be indemnified against 
the liabilities attaching to his holding of the trust property, 
though the extent to which this right of indemnity can be made 
effective will differ according to the position of the cestui que trust. 


Where the cestuis que trust have limited beneficial interests, then | 
‘then, apparently, the liability would have constituted a prov- 


the trustee’s right of indemnity is confined to the trust property, 
and he cannot enforce it against the cestuis que trust personally. 
“ But where the only ces/wi que (rust is a person sui juris, the right 
of the trustee to indemnity by him against liabilities incurred by 
the trustee by his retention of the trust property, has never been 
limited to the trust property ; it extends further, and imposes 
upon the cestué que trust a personal obligation enforceable in equity 
to indemnify his trustee”: /fardoon vy. Lelilios (1901, A. C. p. 124). 
bis state of affairs supposes that there is a creditor, A, with a 
claim against the trustee, B, and that B is entitled to indemnity 
from his ces/ui que ¢rust, C, and in the ordinary course the effect is 
that A’s claim is paid by C. 


Day, 1907. In 1889 the leases became vested in RICHARDSON, 
aud in 1894 he sold them to his wife under an agreement 
by which she covenanted to pay the rents and perform the 
covenants, but the terms were not assigned to her. In 1895 
RICHARDSON was adjudged bankrupt, and at that time a half- 
year’s rent was in arrear. Had RicHARDSON held the property, 
after the agreement for sale, merely as trustee for his wife, then 
it would not have passed to his trustee in bankruptcy, but 


| would have remained vested in him (Bankruptey Act, 1883, 


late Mr. R. A. WARREN, became a member of the firm, which | : 
| section 44). 


sut it was held by the Court of Appeal, reversing 
the decision of HaAmitton, J., that the circumstance that 
RicHARDSON had a right of indemnity against the covenants in 
the leases gave him, to the extent of such right, a beneficial 
interest in the property ; so that it passed with the rest of his 
estate to his trustee in bankruptey, and was not excluded as 
being property held merely in trust. This was important by 
reason of the subsequent dealings with RICHARDSON’S estate. 
In September, 1896, his wife purchased it from the trustee in 
bankruptcy for a sum sufficient to pay 10s. in the £, and it was 
re-assigned to him as trustee for his wife. The deed of assign- 
ment was suitable to convey the leasehold terms if they were then 
vested in the trustee in bankruptcy. In the view of the Court 
of Appeal they were so vested, and hence RICHARDSON acquired 
a new title to the terms as assignee. A few days later he 
obtained his discharge. After the determination of the leases 
in 1907 the hospital governors brought the action against him 
for breach of the covenants to repair and yield up in repair, and 
by reason of this new title he was held to be liable. If, how- 


| ever, upon his bankruptcy in 1895, the terms had not passed to 


the trustee in bankruptcy, but had remained in RICHARDSON, 


able debt, and would have been barred by the discharge. 
His title to the terms would, in that case, have been 


the same before the bankruptcy and afterwards ; but, in fact, 


the vesting first in the trustee in bankruptcy, and the re-vesting 


|in RicHARDSON under the assignment of September, 189%, 


created in the latter a new title with new liabilities. 

In St. Thomas's Hospital v. Richardson (supra) there was a 
reference to ascertain the amount of RicHaRDson’s liability, and 
this was certified to be £429 18s. 6d., and £281 12s. 10d. for 


costs, together £711 11s. 4d.; but in the meantime he was again 


If the right of indemnity had | adjudged bankrupt. 


Under an order of the registrar the 


arisen at common law, then it would have been necessary for B | governors brought an action in the name of the official receiver 


to have paid A’s claim before he could recover the amount from 
C ; but in equity the right is enforceable at an earlier moment, 





| 


against his wife, upon terms that the question whether the 
amount recovered should be treated as assets divisible among the 
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ereditors generally, or should be retained by the governors; 
should be subsequently determined. This action was com. 
promised on payment by the wife of £520 in satisfaction of all 
claims. 

It thus remained to determine, in Re Richardson (supr), 
whether this sum was to go to the hospital governors 
or to the official receiver. PHittimore, J., held that 
it formed part of the bankrupt’s estate, and ought to be 
paid to the official receiver for distribution among the 
creditors generally, but, as above intimated, the Court of 
Appeal took a different view. The right of indemnity is not an 
asset of the estate out of which the estate and the general 
creditors can make a profit, but exists only for the purpose of 
saving the estate against the principal creditor's claim, and when 
money is received under the indemnity it must be used in 
satisfying that claim. In other words, as it was put by 
Moucton, L.J., the only use of the right of indemnity is to pass 
the money on to ths principal creditor. This comes very near 
to giving the principal creditor a direct remedy against the ces/wi 
que trust, and, in fact, the creditor has a double security in his 
legal right of recourse against the trustee, and in his right of 
recourse on the trustee’s bankruptcy against the cesfui que trust. 
But on no ground do the general creditors seem to be entitled 
to profit by the indemnity save so far as it gets rid of the 
principal creditor’s claim. 


A Reading of the New Statutes. 


Increment and Reversion Duty and Stamps. 
THE REVENUE ACT, 1911 (1 (eo. 5, c. 2). 


Section 4 of the Finance Act, 1910 (the principal Act), provides 
that on the transfer on sale of land or the grant of a lease the incre 
ment value duty shall be paid by the transferor or lessor, but there 
is no prohibition against the transferor or lessor passing on the burden 
to the transferee or lessee. This is altered by section 1 of the 
Revenue Act, 1911, and under that section any contract made after 
the passing of the Act (March 3i)st, 1911), for the payment by the 
transferee or lessee of the duty, or any expenses incurred in connec 
tion with the payment and assessment of the duty, or for the repay 
ment or re-imbursement by the transferee or lessee to the transferor or 
lessor in any manner of payments made in respect of the duty or 
any such expenses, will be void. As regards undeveloped land duty 
and mineral rights duty, a prohibition against interfering with the 
primary liability of the owner was inserted in the principal Act: 
sections 19, 20 (4), 

Section 2 of the present Act amends section 2, sub section (3), of 
the principal Act. That sub-section provides for cases of transfer 
on sale at any time within twenty years before the 30th of April, 1909. 
If the site value at the time of such sale exceeded the original site 
value as ascertained under the principal Act, then the earlier site 
value is to be substituted for the original site value as so ascertained, 
In other words, where there has been a loss on a transaction not 
more than twenty years old on the 30th of April, 1909, the owner is 
not to pay increment value duty on a subsequent rise in value 
until the initial loss has been made good. This relaxation is now 
carried further, and it will apply although the transfer on sale took 
place more than twenty years before the 30th of April, 1909, pro- 
vided that the then transferee is still the owner of the land when 
the application for substituted site value is made under section 2 (3) 
of the erecnes Act. Where the original site value had been finally 
settled before the passing of the Act of 1911, a period of three months 
was allowed for making the application ; but this expired on the 
30th of June last, so that the amending section is now operative 
only where application was made before that date, or where the 
original site value had not been finally settled at the passing of the 
Act. In the latter case the application must be made, like other 
applications under section 2 (3) of the principal Act, within three 
months after the original site value has been finally settled. 

It will be remembered that sections 13 and 15 of the principal Act, 
which imposed reversion duty on the ‘ lessor ” on the determination of 
leases, lett it uncertain as to the person by whom the duty was pay 
able in the event of the determination of the lease by merger. In 
practice the difficulty arose upon the purchase of a ground rent by 
the lessee, and there was hardship on whichever party had to bear 
the duty. If the lessor at the time of sale was treated as lessor for 
the purpose of duty, then, in the case supposed, he might not obtain 
any increase of price by the merger of the lease, and there would be | 
nothing out of which reversion duty could be reasonabl payable ; | 
and the hardship was still more palpable if, as was thought 








by some | of “aircraft” over any prescribed area “for t 


! . 
conveyancers, the lessee had himself become lessor by the grant to 


' him of the reversion before the merger took place and the lease was 
determined. In no sense did any benefit accrue to him. It is now 
declared, by section 3 of the Act of 1911, that the person in whom the 
lessor’s interest was vested immediately before the expiration of the 
term, or before the transaction in consequence of which the lease 
has determined, is the lessor for the purpose of section 15 of the 
principal Act, and is the person to whom any benefit accrues by 
reason of the determination of the lease. Thus, in the case supposed, 
the vendor of the ground rent pays the reversion duty. But, under 
the principal Act, where the sale takes place shortly after the ground 
rent has been created, the same reversion duty is payable as though 
the lease had determined by expiration of time ; that is, the lessor 
is charged the same sum as if he was taking back the land with the 
buildings free from any lease. This is clearly wrong, since in the 
early years of the lease his interest depends solely on the ordinary 
value of the ground rent, and is not enhanced by his reversionary 
right to the buildings or to the improved value of the land. Accord- 
ingly, section 3 (2) of the Act of 1911 provides that the full duty 
shall not be payable in the case of merger of the lease in the reversion, 
but only et an amount as would, with compound interest at the 
rate of 4 percent. per annum for the residue ot the term, produce the 
full duty. Moreover, no duty at all will be payable if the lease, 
at the time of determination by merger, has at least fifty years to 
run, and the total value of the land does not exceed £500. Sub- 
section 4 provides exemption from reversion duty where a lease, 
held in trust for a body of persons, is surrendered in order to enable 
separate leases of various plets to be granted to such persons ; and 
sub-section 5 repeals section 14 (3) of the principal Act, which 
allowed a rebate of duty where a lease was surrendered and a fresh 
lease granted extending at least twenty-one years beyond the 
original term. 

Section 4 of the Act of 1911 makes a concession in regard to 
| undeveloped land duty, and extends from ten to twenty years the 
period within which development expenditure of £100 per acre on 
the land entitles it to be treated as developed land, and therefore 
exempt from duty; and section 5 varies section 26 (1) of the 
principal Act by allowing the owner of contiguous lands, not exceed- 
ing 100 acres, to have the whole valued together, notwithstanding 
that they are in separate occupation. Section 7 extends to the 
Inland Revenue Comunissioners the right of appeal from the 
decision of a referee given by section 33 (4) of the principal Act. 

Section 11 of the Act of 1911 introduces a change in the assessment 
of super-tax where part of the income which has to pay it is a wife’s 
income. The section empowers the Commissioners to obtain a 
separate return from the wife, and a proportionate part of the total 
super-tax will be assessed on and recoverable from her in lieu of her 
husband. Section 71 (2) of the principal Act exempts from income 
tax the interest or dividends of foreign and colonial securities pay- 
able in the United Kingdom, where the person owning the securities 
and entitled to the interest or dividends is not resident in the 
United Kingdom. In cases where the securities stand in the 
names of trustees, this provision, literally construed, may not exempt 
the real owner, aud section 13 of the Act of 1911 applies the exemp- 
tion to a sole beneficiary in possession who is entitled at any time to 
call for a transfer of the securities to himself; and section 14 
contains provisions for adjusting payments of income tax and deduce 
tions of income tax from rent and interest in other years than the 
current income tax year. 

Lastly, we may notice section 15 of the present Act, which amends 
the error made in the principal Act in regard to premiums on small 
leases. Section 73 doubled the ad valorem duty on sales, but 
allowed an exemption where the purchase money did not exceed 
£500. Section 75 doubled the duty on leases, and thereby doubled 
the ad valorem duty on premiums without introducing the exemp- 
tion. The exemption is now extended to premiums on leases, and 
accordingly, premiums up to £500 will require an ad valorem 10s 
stamp only, a certificate being inserted in the lease similar to that 
in the case of sales ; but the exemption is not to apply where there 
is a rent exceeding £20 a year. 





Aerial Navigation. 
THE AERIAL NAVIGATION ACT, 1911 (1 & 2 (ieo, 5, ¢. 4). 

Tue full title of this Act is “An Act to provide for the protection of the 
public against dangers arising from the Navigation of Aircraft,” and 
it received the Royal assent on the 2nd of June last. Though consist 
ing of but two sections (in addition to the section giving it a short 
title), and sold for the sum of one halfpenny, the Act constitutes a 
landmark in the statute book which legal historians will not fail 
to keep in view as long as English law lasts. For in this Act the 
Lecislature of the United Kingdom has for the first time made use of 
the expressions “aerial navigation” and “aircraft.” Section 1 
confers power on “a Secretary of State” to — the navigation 

1¢ purpose of protecting 
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and makes the contravention of an 


the public from danger,” 
Section 2 imposes penalties for 


order under the Act an offence. 
offences under the Act 
fine not exceeding £200, or both. 

It is somewhat surprising that ‘the Act contains no definition of 
the word “aircraft.” Seeing that the object of the Act is the pro- 
tection of the public against danger—this being stated in section 1 
as well as in the title—the mischief for which a remedy is intended 
to be provided is evidently the risk of any large body falling from a 
height on to persons who are beneath, and, from this point of view, 
the method by which the body was kept aloft or propelled through 
the air would be immaterial. Thus an aeroplane would be as much 
within the mischief of the statute as a balloon, though “airship” 
would ordinarily mean a dirigible balloon and not an aeroplane. 
* Aircraft” must presumably be construed as including something 
more than “airship.” In the absence of any statutory definition, it 
may be permissible to doubt whether an actual flying machine, 
constructed on the birds’-wing principle, would be held to be an 
“ aircraft.” An aeroplane, of course, is driven through the air by 
mechanical power just as a dirigible balloon is, and so may be said 
to be “navigated.” A bird-like flying machine would be more 
difficult to bring under the head of “aircraft.” On the whole, the 
use of the word “ aircraft” without definition is not very happy. 








Reviews. 
The Annual Practice. 


1912. Betna A COLLECTION OF THE 
STATUTES, Orpers, AND RULES RELATING TO THE GENERAL 
Practice, ProcepurE AND JURISDICTION OF THE SUPREME 
Court, with Notes, Forms, &c. By J. B. Marrnews, Barrister 
at-Law ; RicHarp Witte, a Master of the Supreme Court ; and 
Francis A. Strincer, of the Central Office, Royal Courts of 
Justice. In Two Volumes. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited) ; Stevens 
& Sons (Limited), 

Tae A.B.C. Guipe to tHe Practice or THE Supreme Court, 
1912. Tentu Epition. By F. R. P. Srrincer, of the Central 
Office of the Supreme Court. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited) ; 
Stevens & Sons (Limited). 

The year has witnessed another change in the editorial staff of the 
Annual Practice. Mr. B. Fossett Lock has retired, and his place has 
been filled by Mr. J. B. Matthews. And, in addition to the three 
gentlemen whose names appear on the title page, many others have 
contributed to the revision of the work for the ensuing year. The 
notes to Ord, 16 (Parties) have, the preface states, been revised, and 
toa considerable extent re-written by Mr. Matthews ; and those on 


THe ANNUAL PRACTICE, 


Ord. 14 (Summary Judgment) by Mr. F. A. Stringer: while 
the notes to the orders dealing with Chancery Procedure 
have been revised ad partly re-written by Master White, 


assisted by Mr. F. C. Watmough, Barrister-at-Law, and Mr. F. E. W. 
Nichols, of the chambers of Swinfen Eady and Neville, JJ. Order 
31 (Discovery) has been revised by Judge Bray; the Pleading and 
Amendment orders by Dr. Blake Odgers, K.C.; and the rules as to 
costs by Master King, of the Supreme Court Taxing Office. 

jut while much care appears to have been devoted to bringing the 
work up to date, this is in matters of detail, and substantially it 
remains in form and arrangement the same as in previous years. 
Some slight changes in the rules there have been, ae these are duly 
noted. Jnter alia, ord. 11 r. 10 establishes the office of process 
server of foreign legal process, and regulates the manner in which 
foreign courts can get at persons resident in England. Order 6, 
which regulates the issue of concurrent writs, has been enlarged by 
the addition of two rules extending the same procedure to originat- 
ing summonses. And Order 62 now includes the rules, which have 
been introduced, with doubtful expediency, to secure the prompt 
drawing up of orders. 

The volumes are a complete guide to court work, and if their size 
is somewhat formidable for rapid reference, the A.B.C. practice, 
—— the publishers issue at the same time, furnishes appropriate 
1eTp. 


The Yearly Practice. 


Tue Yearty Supreme Courr Practice, 1912. Bemse THE 
Jupicature Acts aNp Rutes, 1873 to 1911, AND OTHER 
STATUTES AND ORDERS RELATING TO THE PRACTICE OF THE 
SUPREME COURT, WITH THE APPELLATE PRACTICE OF THE 
House or Lorps. Wirn Practica, Notes. By M. Muir 


Mackenzig, B.A., one of the Official Referees of the Supreme 
Court, and T. Writes Currry, a Master of the Supreme Court, 
assisted by Harry Crover, Barrister-at-Law. In Two Volumes. | 
Butterworth & Co. 


This edition of the Yearly Practice comes with commendable | Right Hon. Lord Mersey of Toxteth. 


imprisonment not exceeding six months, or 


| WATERTON, 


| Justice, the Court for Crown Cases Reserved, the Court of Criminal 


| By W. C. Maupe, B.C.L., M.A., Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwel 


promptitude to mark the beginning of the legal year. The new rules 
which have been made since the last edition—those of March and 
July, 1911—are duly noted, and we gather from the preface that the 
|two volumes have undergone extensive revision. A noteworthy 
| feature is the Table of Official Requirements and Directory to Rooms 
which is inserted in Vol. II. at pp. 1481-1498, and this, which was 
prepared by Mr. Phillip Clark of the Central Office, has been revised 
and brought up to date. It sets forth in detail the things required 
to be done and the documents which must be prepared, produced, 
and filed on taking each step in an action or matter, and the num- 
ber of the room in the Central Office to which the practitioner 
must go. This is all the help that a book can give. Experience of 
the labyrinth of the Law Courts shews that the assistance of the 
ushers is frequently necessary, and fortunately this can easily be 
obtained, The notes on the orders relating to the practice of the 
Chancery Division and on many of the other orders have been 
revised by Mr. Clover, and the editors recognize that his assistance 
has mainly contributed to the production of the edition at 
so early a date. Other gentlemen have been responsible for the 
revision of particular parts of the work. The references to the 
reports are brought down to September of the present year, and 
in regardto the citation of cases generally, the aim of the editors 
has been to include only cases of present importance. Obsolete and 
reversed cases, and cases which are no longer of any practical import- 
ance, owing to their having been superseded by later cases or rules, 
have been omitted, except where they illustrate or explain the exist- 
ing practice ; and it is stated that a special endeavour has been made 
to render the work a guide to existing practice and to get rid of all 
obsolete matter. 

The notes to the R.S.C. are clearly and concisely written, and are 
arranged and printed so as to facilitate reference. The notes on matters 
relating to solicitors—in particular, to costs and solicitors’ lien 
contain references to the principal cases, and the work concludes with 
the practice notes on the taxation of costs settled in 1902. The practi 
tioner will find it a very complete and efficient guide to practice. 





Books of the Week. 
Oakley's Divorce Practice. 
Barrister-at-law (Clerk in the 
Seventh Edition. Jordan & Sons (Limited). 

Digest.—An Analytical Digest of Cases published in the Law 
Journal Reports, and the Law Reports in the House of Lords, the 
Privy Council, the Court of Appeal, the Chancery, King’s Bench, 
and Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty Divisions of the High Court of 


M. F. 
Registry). 


By WILLIAM 


Divorce. i 
Divorce 


eal, and the Ecclesiastical Courts during the years 1906-1910, 
1 Reference to the Statutes passed during the Same Period. By 
Stevens & Sons (Limited) ; 


Ap 
with l 
James S. HENDERSON, Barrister-at-Law. 
Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 

Council of Legal Education.—Council of Legal Educa 
tion Calendar, 1911-12. Offices of the Council. 

Evidence.—The Justices’ Handbook on the Law of Evidence 


(Limited), 








Societies. 
The Law Association. 


The usual monthly meeting of the directors was held at the Law 
Society’s Hall on Thursday, the 5th of October, Mr. W. P. Richardson 
in the chair. The other directors present were: Mr. T. H. Gardiner 
(treasurer), Mr. F. W. Emery, Mr. A. Toovey, Mr. Mark Waters, 
Mr. W. M. Woodhouse and Mr. E. E. Barron (secretary). A sum of 
£50 was voted for the relief of deserving applicants, a new life 
member and two annual subscribers were elected, and other general 
business was transacted, 


The Solicitors’ Managing Clerks’ Association. 

The following is the syllabus of law lectures for the Michaelmas 
session, 1911. 

The following lectures will (by the kind permission of the Benchers of 
the Honourable Societies of Lincoln’s Inn, Gray’s Inn and Inner 
Temple) be delivered in the Halls of the respective Inns : 

Friday, 20th October.—Lecture—‘‘ The Reconstruction and Amal 
gamation of Companies.”” Lecturer, Alexander Grant, Esq., K.C. 
Chairman, the Right Hon, Lord Justice Buckley. (In the Old Hall, 
Lincoln’s Inn.) ; 

Tuesday, 28th November.—Lecture Jankruptey.”” | 
Edward Clayton, Esq., K.C. (treasurer of Gray’s Inn). Chairman, 
; (In the Gray’s Inn Hall.) 
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Friday, 15th December.—-Lecture—“ The Interpretation of Statute 
Law.”’ Lecturer, W. F. Craies, Esq. Chairman, the Right Hon. Lord 
Robson. (In the Inner Temple Hall.) 

The chair will be taken at 7 o'clock precisely. 

Che lectures are open to all the members of the association, who 
will be allowed to introduce friends connected with the legal profession 
Non-members will be admitted on production of ticket, or syllabus, 
which may be obtained at the office of the association, 12, New-court, 
Lincoln’s Inn. Joun VERRALL, Hon. Sec. of Lectures. 








Law Students’ Journal. 
Law Students’ Societies. 


BrrMINGHAM Law Stupents Society.— Oct. 3.—Mr. Edward Evershed 
in the chair, and twenty members were present.—The following moot 
point was debated; “Can there be an absolute assignment of a definite 
portion of a debt within section 25, sub-section 6, of the Judicature 
Act, 1873?”’ Mr. E. C. G. Ciarke opened in the affirmative, and was 
supported by Messrs. W. J. Blackham, H. Cooke, A. J. Adams, and 
R. W. Frazier. Mr. A. Upton opened in the negative, and was sup 
ported by Messrs, A. J. sHatwell, J. D. Evans, F. W. Horden, T. L. 
Bayley, D. A. Parry, and B. Bb. Davis. After the openers had replied 
the chairman summed up, and, on the question being put to the 
meeting, the voting resulted : For the affirmative 6, for the negative 11 
A hearty vote of thanks to the chairman concluded the proceedings. 





Legal News. 
Appointments. 


Mr. Harotp H. Ramspen, solicitor, of the firm of Messrs. Ramsden, 
Sykes & Ramsden, of Huddersfield, has been appointed by the Lieu 
tenant-Governor of the province of Quebec to be a Commissioner to 
receive Affidavits for use in the courts of the province of Quebe 

Mr. AtLtan JAMES Lawrie, barrister-at-law, has been appointed 
Deputy-Chairman of the County of London Quarter Sessions, in place 
of Mr. R. Loveland-Loveland, K.C., retired Mr. Lawrie was educated 
at Trinity College, Oxford, and was called to the Bar in 1899. 


Changes in Partnerships, &c. 
Admissic n 

Messrs. Lewin, Gregory & Anderson, solicitors, of 6, The 
tuary, Westminster, S.W., announce that Mr. Cuartes Bennett Mar 
SHALL, who has hitherto carried on practice as a solicitor at No. 11, 
Carteret-street, Westminster, in his own name, and as a Parliamentary 
Agent under the style of ‘‘ Roberts & Co.,’’ has been admitted int: 
partnership with them as from 29th September, 1911. Upon the amal 
gamation of Mr. Marshall’s practice the name of ‘‘ Roberts & Co 
will be discontinued. Mr. Rosert Carr Dopps, who has been with, 
the firm for upwards of seventeen years, has been admitted into the 
partnership as from the same date. ‘I he business of the firm will as 
from 28th September be carried on at offi ( at No. 2. Millbank H« UIs 
Westminster, under the style of ‘‘ Lewin, Gregory & Anderson.” 


Dissolutions. 


Evetyn Ronatp Broprick GraHAm and PHILIP THRODORE Davies 
Davies), 222, Strand, London. Sept. 29. 


san 


solicitors (Graham & 
Cuartes Taytoa, Henry Tuomas Rorrxson and Epwin WHATSON 
Hutt, solicitors (Taylor & Taylor), 10, New Broad-street, London 
Jan. 1. The said Henry Thomas Robinson and Edwin Whatson Hull 
will in future carry on the business at the same address, and under the 
same style o1 firm of Taylor & Taylor. Gazette, Oct. 6. 


Information Required. 


WILLIAM OSMENT, DECEASED.Will any solicitor who has 
since the year 1900 prepared any Will or Codicil for the above-named 
deceased, who resided at Clapton, please communicate with Mr. Lionel 
E. Townroe, solic itor, 26, Budge row, i Cc 

LIEUTENANT R. A. CAMMELL.--Any person able to give in 
formation as to the whereabouts of Personal Effects of the late Lieut 
R. A. Cammell, who was accidentally killed on the 17th September, 
1911, whilst flying at Hendon, will oblige by communicating with the 
undersigned on behalf of the relatives Cooper & Bake, solicitors, 6 


and 7, Portman-street, Portman-square, London, W. 


EDWARD MARSDEN, DECEASED.--Any one knowing of a Will 
made since lst May, 1910, by Edward Marsden, of 7, Princes-square 
Javswater, W., who died at Brighton 9th April, 1911, is requested t 


communicate with Ricketts, Son & Vezey, solicitors, Bath, or wit) 


H. G. Kenyon, 2, South-square, Gray's Inn, W 
THOMAS GEORGE STUART-FRENCH. DECEASED. An 
» of a Will of the above named 
1911, at Tunbridge Welle, 
solicitors, of Queen Anne's 
S.W. 


(* 
( 


pereon having OSSESSION OF knowled 
who died on the 29th of July a 
to communicate with Messrs. Cope & Co., 


chambers, Broadway, Westminster, London, 


requ ster 


| 
| 
| 





| General. 
I 


t is stated that Mr. B. C. Board, solicitor, of Burnham (Somerset), 


died at a public meeting there on the 9th inst. Mi Boatd had been 
peaku and had just uttered the words, ‘* Good bye, when he sud 
denly fell on to the platform floor and expired immediately Mr 


Board was a prominent Freemason, and occupied several public offices, 
(He 

On the 5th inst. a shot was heard in the offices of Messrs. Watkin 
Williams, Steel & Hart, solicitors, of 54, New Broad-street, and Mr. 
Perey Hart, the junior partner in the firm, was found to have been 
shot through the head and killed, apparently with a revolver, which 
was found in the room. Mr. Hart had been suffering from a nervous 
breakdown, and he had been in consultation with a specialist. At 
the inquest a verdict of ‘ Suicide"’ was returned, the jury expressing 
the opinion that Mr. Hart was insane at the time. 


vas admitted in 1875.) 


The death has occurred at Bloomsbury County Court, says an even 
ing journal, of Mr. Cox, chief “execution” oflicer for upwards of 
forty years. The appointment has been made of Mr. F. Wood. It 
vould appear that work in a county court is conducive to long life 
Miu Staimer, the cashier at Bloomst ury, has held office for over fifty 
years, while the late Judge Bacon was judge for thirty-five years. 
Six years ago Allen, the old usher, died at the age ot eighty four. 
Mr. Huelin, the registrar, has a long period of thirty years’ service 
to his credit 


In his new book, entitled ‘‘ Judgments in Vacation,’ Judge Parry 
relates some of his experiences as a county court judge at Manchester. 
On a claim by a mother-in-law against her son-in-law, a young work 
man, for £2 odd, the odd shillings and pence were admitted, but the 
£2, which figured through two or three greasy books as ‘ ballanse of 
account,’ could not be traced to any particular source. The old lady 
swore it was a grocery account The young man denied it with 
emphasis, and said it was spite. Sarah, the old lady's elder daughter, 
remembered some of the items of it, and with a great relish swore to 


them in detail. The young wife, who had been keeping a very lively 


baby quiet, at last got into the witness-box. Flinging the baby into 
her husband’s arms and kissing the book with a smack, she shot out 
the following testimony at her mother and myself ‘Look ‘ere, 


mother, you know reet enow what that there balance is; it ain't no 
balance at all—it’s my ‘at and the wedding-dress, and the shoes to 
match, and the pair 0° greys that druv us tu church, which I paid for 
when I was in service for three years, putting by ‘arf a crown a 
month, which mother kep, for me, and well she knows it, which it’s 
Sarah's spite as ain't got married yet.’’ It is extraordinary how few 
people can read and understand a comparatively simple legal notice or 
summons. Mistakes are constantly made A collier once brought me 
an official schedule of his creditors, in which in the column for ‘‘ de 

ription,’’ where he should | ‘* butcher,”’ ete., 
he had filled in the best literary description he could achieve of his 
creditors, and one figured as “little lame man with sandy 


ave entered ‘‘ grocer,”’ 


different 


whiskers.’’ There are, of course, many illiterates, and they have to 
all in the assistance of a ‘‘scholard.’’ An amusing old gentleman came 
before me once who was very much perturbed to know if he was, to 


use his own phrase, entaitled to pay this ‘ere debt.’ The incident 
urred at a time when the citizens of Manchester were being polled 
vote on a ‘culvert scheme of drainage which exe ited much 

‘I don’t deny owing the debt,’ he said, “and I'll 
r thinks reet, if I'm entaitled to pay.’ 
entitled "’ to 


ular interest 
pay reet enow, what youg honou 
I suggested that if he owed the money he was clearly 
! 


j Well,’ he continued, I thowt as I should ‘ave a summons 
at.’’ But you must have had a summons,’’ I said, ‘‘or how did 
you get here?”’ ‘°E towd me case wor on,”’ he said, pointing at the 
plaintiff. ‘‘so IT coom. You see,”’ he said, ‘I’m no scholard, and we 
got a paper left at our ‘ouse, and [ took it to Bill Thomas in our 
treet, a mon as con read, an’ ’e looks at it, an’ says as ‘ow may be 


it’s a coolvert paaper. So I asks him what to do wi’ it, and he says, 
‘Put a cross on it and put it in a pillar box,’ and that wor done. But 
if vou says it wor a summons Bill must ‘a bin wrong 


The death is anounced of Mr. Ralph Dundas, the head of the Scot 
tish firm of lawyers, Messrs. Dundas & Wilson, who have a large 
practice north of the ‘Tweed 
The Salford Stipendiary on Saturday, says the 7imes, gave a deci 
n respecting the legality of whist drives. Two men were prosecuted 
for conducting *‘ drives,’’ and the Stipendiary held that ‘“‘ whist drives 
for which admission money was charged and prizes paid for out of 
such money, were an offence under the Gaming Act, being a game of 
both chance and skill The defendants were fined 10s. and costs. 
Notice of appeal was given 

Judge Ruegg, K.C., spent some time at Longton on Wednesday, says 
the J'imes, wking on a dirt tip in a local colliery in order to discover 
vhether a man now” receiving compensation could reasonably be 
xpected to do work offe red him by his employers. He returned to the 
ounty court looking very tired, and at once dismissed the colliery 
ation to reduce the amount of compensation, deciding 


ompan\ appli 
that the m % ould not do the work offered him. 

4 prisoner at the Central Criminal Court on Monday, says an even 
ng journal, made applicati to the Recorder for I | aid, stating 
hat he was repre ented by a solicitor at the police court, but had’ 
no money to pay for his defence now. The Recorder, in granting the 
pplication said : If prisoners would only understand that they 
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should keep their money for the trial when it is wanted, instead of 
vasting it at the police court, where it is of no use, it would be a 
reat saving to the ratepayers Instead, they come here and ask to 
be defended at the expense of the State 

After the Grand Jury at the Central Criminal Court had concluded 
their duties on Wednesday, the foreman made a presentment, in which 
they said We ish to put it on record that in our opinion a consider 
able proportion of the cases which have come betore us in the course 
of our present labours are such as should never have occupied the 
time of what you describe as ‘the first assize in the kingdom, indeed 
in the world to say nothing of that of the Grand Jury.” After 
enumerating the classes of cases referred to, which included Post Office, 


the presentment proceeded 
are all cases which should 


taxicab, and 
“Tn our opinion these and other similar ones 
either have been disposed of by the magistrates or committed to the 


counterfeit conn prosecution 


court which corresponds to Quarter Sessions in the provinces.” The 
tecorder explained that cases which ordinarily would be tried at | 
Quarter Sessions were sent for trial to that court if they were com 

mitted within the City proper, because the Corporation of London 


tried all their cases there instead of at Quarter Sessions held in other 
parts of the country. That was why many of those small cases which 
the Grand Jury spoke of were brought before the Grand Jury at every 


sessions, That had always becn done 


In an interesting article on ‘Scarlett and His Methods,’ in the 
recent issue of the Law Magazine and Review, Mr. Lovat-Fraser says : 

He had a magical influence over juries. ‘When Scarlett is address 
ing a jury,’ said the Duke of Wellington, ‘there are thirteen jury 
men.’ He treated the jury with a pleasant familiarity which flattered 
and hypnotised them There was no resisting his seductive smile 
Soothing and flattering them, he produced an impression upon theit 


| 


minds which they often felt indignant at his opponents attempting to 
efface. He looked at them, it was said, quite in the ‘How do you 
do’ stvle, as if he had been on terms of particular intimacy with each 
and all of them all his life. His usual practice was to fold up the 
sides of his wn in his hands, and then, placing his arms on his 
breast, smile in their faces from the beginning to the end of his 
address, talking all the while to them as if he were engaged in a mere 
matter of friendly conversation Francis Massey Dawson, a barrister 

of his circuit, said that he spoke as if he and the jury were on the 
best of terms and were ill-used by the rest of the world. He used 
to single out in the nisi prius cases the juryman whom he thought 
the most intelligent and the most likely to influence the others when 
deliberating on the verdict they should return To the person so 
singled out in his mind he addressed himself almost as exclusively as 
if there had been no such person as a judge in court or any othe 

jurymen in the box. The juryman naturally felt proud of his being } 
thus distinguished from the eleven in the jury-box with him, and 
was consequently in much better condition to receive the impressions 
which the advocate wished to produce on his mind. Whenever Scar 

lett that he had succeeded in seducing over one intelligent and 
influential juryman to his side, he immediately set to work in the same 
way with the person whom he supposed the next best for his purpose. 





At the Worcestershire Quarter Sessions, says the 7'imes, Mr. J. W 
Villis Bund (Chairm called attention to the Circular issued by the 
Hlome Office vith reference to the formation of poli © re erves. He 
said he was of opinic that the proposal was wholly illegal The Cir- 
cular stated that the Home Secretary had given the constabulary in 
spectors instructions to take into account the police reserve when re 
porting upon the efficiency of the force for the purposes of grants 
The proposal might be wise, politic, and legal—about that there were 
differences of opinion—but he thought things had come to a pretty 
pass when a Secretary of State threatened that unless tl carried 
out his wishes he would practically fine the county. He proposed a 


resolution asking the Home Office if the Circular meant that a register 
of a police reserve was to be kept, or whether men were to be enrolled. 


If the latter course was intended, the resolution stated that the jus 
tices would like to know under what statute that action was to be 
taken. The resolution was carried 


| Thursday ...23 } 





| Become a Naval Officer ”’ 
Sir E. R. Fremantle, 


G.C.B., 


mouth. 


street, London, W. [Apvrt.] 


Royar, Navan Correce, Ossorne.—For information relating to the 
entry of Cadets, Parents and Guardians should write for ‘‘ How to 
) (with an introduction by Admiral the Hon. 
C.M.G.), containing an illustrated 
description of life at the Royal Naval Colleges at Osborne and Dart- 
Gieve, Matthews, & Seagrove, 65, South Molton-street, Brook- 








| Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 





Rota ovr Rearstears tn ATTENDANCE ON 
Emereauxcy Apprat Count Mr.Justice Mr, Justice 
Date. Rota. No. 2. Joroz. Swinvrenw Eapy. 
Monday Oct- 16 Mr Greswell Mr Goldschmidt Mr Borrer Mr Synge 
Tuesday ......+9 17 Beal Greswe!! veach Goldschmidt 
Wednesday . 18 Borrer Farmer Greswell 
Thursday .. 19 Leach Borrer Bloxam Beal 
| Friday ..... « 20 Farmer Leach Theed Borrer 
Saturday ....00.+ 21 Bloxam Farmer Church Leach 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Date. Wakrsinortos,. NEVILLE. Parken. Evsz. 
| Monday Oct. 16 Mr Bloxam Mr Beal Mr Farmer Mr Church 
Tuesday .....- 17 heed Borrer Bloxam Synge 
Werdneaday ...... 18 Church Leach Theed Goldschmidt 
Thursday .. 19 Synge Farmer Charch Gresawell 
friday ....... 20 Goldschmidt Bloxam Synge Beal 
Saturday ... . 21 Greawell Theed Goldschmidt Borrer 





MICHAELMAS SITTINGS, 1911. 


COURT OF APPEAL. 
Arrgat Covar I. 


Exparte Applications and Appeals from 
the King’s Bench Division (Interlocu- 
tory List) will be taken on Thursday, 
October 12th. 

King’s Bench Final and New Trial 
Appeals will be in the Paper on Friday, 
October 13th, and continued until 
farther notice in the Daily Cause List. 


Appgat Covrt II. 


Exparte Applications and Appeals from 
the Chancery, Probate and Divorce 
Divisions (Interlocutory List) will be in 
the Paper for hearing on October 12th. 

Appeals under the Workmen’s Compensa” 
tion Acta will be in the Paper and con- 
t nued until further notice in the Daily 
Cause Liat, 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION. 
Lorp CHance.ior’s Covar. 
Mr. Justice JOYCE. 
Thars., Oct.12...Motions 
Friday ..... 13. Mots and non-wit list 
Saturday ...14 ..Non-wit list 
Monday 16...8itting in chambers 
~(S8ht caus, pete, fur con, 
Tuesday ...17 ) and non-wit list 
Wednesday 
Thursday 
Friday ..... 20 


Saturday . 21 


2 } Non-wit list 
Mots and non-wit list 
( Manchester and Liverpool 
| business 
Monday . ...23...8itting in chambers 
¢Sht caus, pets, fur con, 

Tuesday .. 24) and non-wit list 
Wednesday 25 ) it Yi 
Thursday ...26 5 Non-wit list 

Friday ......27...Mots and non-wit list 
Saturday ...28...Noa-wit list 
Monday......30.,.8itting in chambers 
= (Sht caus, pets, fur con, 
Tuesday . 31) and non-wit list 
Wed., Nov. 


lin . 
Thursday ... 25 Non-wit list 


Friday ..,... 3...Mots and non-wit list 
‘ | Liverpool and Manchester 
Saturday 4 ( business 
Monday...... 6...8itting in chambers 
erie | Sht caus, pets, far con, and 
Tuesday 7 ( pon-wit lat : 
Tednesday 8 
Thureday ). 9} Non-wit list 
Friday 10...Mots and non-wit list 
Saturday ...11 . Non-wit list 
Monday......13...8itting in chambers 
Sht caus, pets, fur con 
1 , , 
Tues nA 14 { and non-wit list 
Wednes¢ ay 15) . : 
Thursday ...16} Non-wit list 
Friday 17...Mots and non-wit list 
Saturday . sf Manchester and Liverpool 
t business 
Monday .... 20 . Sitting in chambers 
mn 1} Sht caus, pets, fur con, 
Tuesday ...31 (and noc-wit list 


Wednesday 22} Non-wit list 


Friday ..... 24...Mots and non-wit list 
Saturday ., 25...Non-wit list 
Monday... ..27.. Sitting in chambers 


-s eq / Sht caus, peta, far con, 
Tuesday ...28 ) and non-wit list 
Wednesday 29) aad 
Thursday .. 30 § Non-wit list 
Friday,;Dec. 1...Mots and non-wit list 

» | Liverpool and Manchester 
Saturday... 2) business 
Monday ...... 4 Steg in chambers 
Sht caus, pets, fur con 
Tuesday ... 5 and non-wit list F 
Wednesda: 


y 8 . . 
Thureday - i Non-wit list 
Friday ...... 8...Mots and non-wit list 
Saturday ... 9...Non-wit list 
Monday ......11...Sitting in chambers 
Tuesday 12 } Sht caus, pets, fur con, 


. {and non-wit list 
Wednesday 13} 
Thursday ...145 Non-wit list 
Friday ......16...Mots and non-wit list 
Saturday ...16 { a naa and Liverpool 
Monday ...18 . Sitting in chambers 

+ S8ht caus, peta, fur con, 
Tuesday ...19 | and non-wit list 
Wednesday 20...Non-wit list 
Thursday ...21...Motions 


Any cause intended to be heard as a short 
cause must be so marked in the cause 
book at least one clear day before the 
same can be put in the paper to be so 
heard, Two copies of minutes of the pro- 
posed judgment or order must be left 
in court with the judge’s clerk one clear 
day before the cause is to be put in the 
paper. In default the cause will not ve 
put in the paper. 


N.B.—The following papers on farther con- 
sideration are required for the use ot the 
Judge, viz. :—Two copies of minutes of 
the proposed order, 1 copy pleadinga, 1 
copy judgment, and 1 copy master’s certi- 
fleate, which must be left in court with 
the judge’s clerk one clear day before 
the farther consideration is ready to 
come into the paper. 


Cuancery Covrr I. 
Mr. Justice SWINFEN EADY. 
Thurs., Oct,12.,.Motions {Exparte) 


Friday ..... 13 .. Mote and non-wit list 

. : Sht caus, pets, and non- 
Saturday ...14 wit list 
Monday......16...8itting in chambers 
Tuesday ...17...Co’s Acts and non-wit list 


Wednesday 18). 1 

Thursday 19 | Non-wit list 

Friday ......20...Mots and non-wit list 
. Sht caus, ts, and non- 
Saturday ...21 ; a list pee, Sad ne 
Monday ......23 . Sitting in chambers 
Tuesday 24.. Co’s Acts and non-wit list 
Wednesday 25 ; 

Thursday 26$ Non-wit list 


Friday .27...Mote and non-wit list 
Saturday ...28 { _ — pets, and non- 
Monday ...30...Sitting in chambers 
Tuesday ...31...Co’s Acts and non-wit list 
Wed., Nov. 1) iat 

Thursday ... 25 Non-wit list 


Friday ...... 3...Mots and non-wit list 


Saturday . af = caus, pets, and non- 


wit list 
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Monday ... 6... Sitting in chambers | N.B.—The following papers on further 
Ea wa A ose é ..Co’s Acts and non-wit list consideration are required for the use | 
nes of the jadge, viz.:—Two copies of | 
Thursday Non-wit list | minutes of the proposed judgment or | 
Friday ...... “10. Mots and non-wit list order, 1 copy pleadings, and 1 copy 
Saturday .. 1) | Sht cans, pets, and non- master’s certificate. These must be 
( wit list left in court with the judge’s clerk 
Monday..... . Sitting in chambers not lees than one clear day before 
Toesday . . Co’s Acts and non-wit list the further consideration is ready to 
aray” is ' Non-wit list } come into the paper. 
Friday ..,...17... Mote and non-wit list Cuancery Covrr II. 
Baturday ...18 | Sit caus, pets, and non- Mr. Justice WARRINGTON. 
Monday ...20...Sitting in chambers Except when other Business is advertised 
Tuesday ...21 .Co’s Acts and non-wit lis in the Daily Cause List Mr, Justice 


take Actions with 


Warrington will 
Witnesses daily throughout the Sit.ings. 


Thowine? = | Non-wit list 
Friday ..,.. 24...Mots and non-wit list 
{ Sbt caus, pets, and non- Cuayncery Court IIT. 


| 
| 
% t wit list | Mr. 


Saturday .. . : 
Monday......27...8itting in chambers Juerics MBVILLE. 
Tuesaday .. 28...Co’s Acts and non-wit list | Except when other Business is advertised 


in the Daily Cause List Mr. Justice 


Wednesday 29 tt ik 
Thursday .. Sos Non-wit list | Neville will take Actions with Witnesses 
Friday, Dec sr and non-wit list throughout the Sittings. 
t caus, pets, and non- | 

Saturday ... 2{ wit hst | The Court will sit at 10.15 and rise at 4.15 
Monday ... 4,,, Sitting in chambers each day except Saturday, when there 
tyesiey, - .«. 5...Co’s Acta and non-list will be no sitting. 

edne _ ot . 
Paee - 73 Non-wit list Cuancery Court IV. 

riday ...... 8...Mots and non-wit list | Mr. Justice PARKER 

\ Sht s, pets, d n. Justice PJ ° 

Saturday ... 9 i wit —" — | In this Court the work will be taken as 
Monday ......11...8itting in chambers | foilows :— 
Tuesday .. 12...Co’s Acts end non-wit list | Mondays, 10.30 a.m.—Chamber sum- 
Wednesday 13) . te monses 
Thursday v6 j Non-wit list 3.0 p.m, — Short causes 
Friday ..... 15...Mots and non-wit list Tuesdays— Further considerations, peti- 


tions, and non-witness list 
Wednesday s—Non-witness list, 
Touredays—Non-witness liat. 
Fridays— Motions and non-witness list, 


and non- 


Saturday .. 16 
Monday......18 


fay caus, pets, 
wit list 
Sitting in chambers 


Tuesday ...19 ..Co’s Acts and non-wit list 
Wednesday 2).. Motioas There will be no Saturday sittings, but | 
Thursday ...21...Non-wit hst the Court will sit till 4.30 oa other days. 


Any cause intended to be heard as a short 
cause must be so marked in the cause 
book at least one clear day before the 
same can be put in the paper to be 
so heard. The necessary papers, in- 
cluding two copies of the minutes of 
the proposed judgment or order, must 
be left in Court with the judge’s clerk 
not less than one clear day before the 
cause is to be put in the paper. In 
default the cause will not be put in the 
paper. 


Kixe’s Bexcu Count. 
Mr. Justice EVE. 

I:xcept when other Business is advertised 
in the Daily Cause List Actions with 
Witnesses will be taken throughout the 
Sittings. 


During these Sittings the Court will sit 

each day until 4.30 p.m., except on 
| Saturdays, when there will be no 
) Bitting. 


COURT OF-~ APPEAL. 
MICHAELMAS SITTINGS, 1911. 
The appeals or other business proposed to be taken will, from time to 
time, be announced in the Daily Cause List. 


FROM THE CHANCERY DIVISION, THE PROBATE, DIVORCE 
AND ADMIRALTY DIVISION (PROBATE AND DIVORCE), 
AND THE COUNTY PALATINE AND STANNARIES 
COURTS 


(General List.) 
1911 
The Gramophone Co ld appl of pltff from order of Mr 
dated Dec 6, 1910 March 10 


Monckton v 
Justice Joy e, 


In re The Earl of Stamford & Warrington, dec Payne v Grey and 
ors appl of defts, K & V Grey and C Butler, from order of Mr 
Justice Warrington, dated Dec 8, 1910 April 21 In re Same Same 
v Same appl of deft, Dame Catherine 8 Grey, from order of Mi 
Justice Warrington, dated Dec 8, 1910 April 21 


Matter of an Application of W & G du Cros ld, and In the 
Matter of the Trade Marks Act, 1905 appl of applicants from order 
of Mr Justice Eve, dated May 30, 1911 June 2 

In the Matter of the Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908, and In the 
Matter of the Premier Underwriting Assoc ld appl of W R Corfield 
& Co from order of Mr Justice Swinfen Eady, dated 
June 2 

Same v Same appl of W R Corfield & Co from order of Mr Justice 
Neville, dated March 14, 1911 June 2 

In the Matter of the Companies Acts, 1862 


In the 


to 1907, and In the Matter 


of the Premier Underwriting Assoc appl of A H Buchanan from 
order of Mr Justice Swinfen Eady, dated July 20, 1910 June 2 
Palmer v Emmerson appl of pltff, Jane Palmer in forma pauperis, 


from order of Mr Justice Eve, dated March 15, 1911 June 15 


Brock v Pain and ors appl of defts from order of Mr Justice War- 
rington, dated March 24, 1911 June 20 In the Matter of a Trade 
Mark, No 155,036 and No 161,072, and In the Matter of The Trade 


Marks Act, 1905 appl of applicant, James Pain and Son, from order 
of Mr Justice Warrington, dated March 24, 1911 June 20 

In the Matter of The Middlesex Estates Sir J M M Wilson, 
and In the Matter of the Settled Land Acts, 1882 to 1890 
Sir M M Wilson, Bart, from order of Mr Justice Eve, 
1911 June 21 

In re The Estate of Rev J C A Roberts, dec, 
Act, 1893 and In re Judicial Trustee Act, 1896 
in form4 pauperis from order of Mr Justice 
1911 (produce order) June 29 


dec 
appl of 
dated May 3, 
The Trustee 


and In re 


Joy: e, 


July 20, 1910 


appl of JTW Leppard } 
dated Feb 1, | 





The British Westinghouse Electric & Manufacturing Co ld vy The 
Electrical Co ld app! of defts from order of Mr Justice Swinfen 
Eady, dated June 17, 1911 (produce order) June 30 

G H Gledhill and Sons ld v British Patent Perforated Paper Co, & 
appl of pltfis from order of Mr Justice Eve, dated April 5, 1911 
July 1 

In the Matter of the Estates of 
J H N Walford, all deceased 
M J H Walford from order of 
1911 July 4 

Day and anr v Thompson and anr appl of pltffs from order of Mr 
Justice Parker, dated May 19, 1911 (security ordered) July 4 

In re the Cos Consolidation Act, 1908, and In the Matter of Sly, 
Spink & Co ld appl of D Macdonald from order of Mr Justice 
Neville, dated June 21, 1911 (se urity ordered) July 7 

Mills v The United Counties Bank ld) appl of pltff from order of Mi 
Justice Eve, dated March 31, 1911 July 8 

Klawansky v The Premier Petroleum Co Id 


Walford, J A H Walford & 
Walford appl of deft 
Joyce, dated March 25, 


Mary 
Kenyon v 
Mr Justice 


and ors (The Prudential 


Trust Corpn 3rd Party, Benno Maisel 4th Party) appl of pltft 
from order of Mr Justice Eve, dated April 10, 1911 July 1 

In re The Estate of J W Cockrell, dec Pinkey v Cockrell appl of 
applicant from order of Mr Justice Neville, dated June 28, 1911 
(produce order) July 10 

Burghes v Attorney-Gen appl of Attorney-Gen from order of Mr 
Justice Warrington, dated May 9, 1911 July 10 

In re The Tewkesbury Gas Co ld Tysoe v The Company appl of 
defts from order of Mr Justice Parker, dated June 21, 1911 July 11 


Wilson and ors v Wilson Bros Bobbin Co ld appl of pltffs from order 
of Mr Justice Warrington, dated June 16, 1911 July 13 

In re Roberts, dee Leppard v Knight appl of John William Leppard 
(in forma pauperis) from order of Mr Justice Joyce, dated May 2, 
1911 July 15 

Gill and ors v The Leeds Corpn appl of Ann Gill and ors from ordet 
of Mr Justice Eve, dated May 11, 1911 July 17 

The Vidal Dyes Syndicate Id v Levinstein Id appl of defts from order 
of Mr Justice Parker, dated June 16, 1911 (produce order) July 19 
Same v Read, Halliday & Sons Id appl of defts from order of Mr 
Justice Parker, dated June 16, 1911 July 19 


Coleman & Co ld yv Stephen Smith & Co Id appl of defts from order 


of Mr Justice Swinfen Eady, dated July 11, 1911 July 24 

Kynoch Id v Rowlands & Wells appl of deft, J Rowlands, from order 
of Mr Justice Joyce, dated May 30, 1911 July 5 Same v Rowlands 
and anr appl of deft, J A Wells, from order of Mr Justice Joyce, 


dated May 30, 1911 
In re Blandon’s Estate 
order of Mr Justice 


July 25 
Dando y 
Neville, dated 


appl of defts from 
July 25 


and ors 


1911 


Porter 
July 6, 


West v Keeves appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Parker, dated 
June 1, 1911 July 27 

In re C H Collins, dec Collins v Collins and ors appl of pltff from 
order of Mr Justice Joyce, dated June 27, 1911 (produce order) 
July 31 

The Great. Central Ry Co v The Midland Ry Co appl of defts from 
order of Mr Justice Neville, dated May 10, 1911 Aug 1 

The Trustees of the London Parochial Charities v The London Life 
Assoc Id appl of defts from order of Mr Justice Swinfen Eady, 
dated June 13, 1911 Ang 1 

In re The Registered Trade Marks, Nos 305.293 and 306,121 of S 
Smith & Co ld, and In the Matter of the Trade Marks Act, 1905 
Coleman & Co Id and 8 Smith & Co ld appl of pitffs from orde 
of Mr Justice Swinfen Eady, dated July 11, 1911 Aug 3 

In re The Camden Brewery Co ld Forder v The Company appl of 
H C Smith from order of Mr Justice Neville, dated July 19, 1911 
Aug 11 

In re F G Rimell, dec Bennett v Allsop and ors appl of deft, G H 
Rimell, from order of Mr Justice Warfington, dated July 20, 1911 
Sept 19 

FROM THE CHANCERY AND PROBATE AND DIVORCE 

DIVISION. 
(Interlocutory List.) 
1910. 

In re John McFee, dec McFee v Tonor and ors (by original action) 
Edwards and anr v loner and ors (by order) app! of pltfis from order 
of Mr Justice Joyce, dated July 9, 1910 (s o 2nd Interlocutory day 
Michaelmas) July 30 

1911. 

Divorce Leslie Marie Jos phine) v Leslie (Charles John appl of 
respt from order of The President, dated March 13, 1911 June 13 
Jones v Bird appl of deft, G H Bird, from order of Mr Justice Eve, 

dated June 28, 1911 (security ordered) July 21 


In the Matter of the Most Hon J J Dudley Stuart M irquess of 
Townsend, a person of unsound mind and Inthe Matter of the Lunacy 
Acts, 1890 and 1891 appl of The Marquess and Marchioness of 
Townsend from order of Lord Justice Fletcher Moulton, dated July 
18, 1911 (day to be fixed for hearing) July 28 

Aktiengesellschaft Mix and Benest v Oppenheimer appl of 
order of Mr Justice Eve, dated July 14, 1911 (produce order) July 29 

Lord Ashburton vy Nocton appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice 
Neville, dated July 17, 1911 July 31 Same v Same appl of deft 
from order of Mr Justice Neville, dated July 17, 1911 July 31 


Lunacy 


pliff from 
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In re The Compan: Consolidation Act, 1908 In re The Law Guarantee 
Crust and Accident Soe ld (Wishart and Saunderson’s Claim) appl 
of Wishart and Saunderson from order of Mr Justice Neville, dated 
July 29, 1911 Au 8 
FROM THE COUNTY PALATINE COURT OF LAN ASTER. 

Final List.) 
1911. 
Croft v The Urban District Council of Fulwood appl of pitff trom 


the Vice-Chancellor of the County Palatine of Lancaster, 


udgt ol A 
Toston District, dated May 30, 1911 Aug 30 
FROM THE KING'S BENCH DIVISION. 


(In Bankruptey.) 
In re F C Lupton (expte The Bankrupt) from the Order of the Hon 
Mr Justice Phillimore, dated the 24th day of July, 1911, declaring that 
£312 4s jankrupt by the Treasury on retirement from 


swarded to the 
1909, Sec 1, 


pursuant to the Superannuation Act 


} 


the Civil Service 
Subsec 2, forms part of the Bankrupt’'s Estate, divisible amongst his 
Creditors 

In re \ Debtor No 1,838 of 1911 exptle The Debtor) from an Order of 
Mr Reyistrar Brougham, dated July 20. 1911. dismissing the Debtor's 


application to set aside the Bankruptcy Notice herein 

In re The Debtor (expte The Debtor), No 773 of 1911, from a Receiving 
Order made herein on Aug 11,1911, by Mr Registrar Hope 

In re H F Campbell (expte Mary Gertrude Elliot, Widow) from an 
Order of the Hon Mr Justice Phillimore, dated July 31, 1911, dismiss 
ing with costs a Motion to reverse the Trustes rejection of her proof 

of debt for £174 638 7d 


In re Thomas Cooper, otherwise Thomas Ralph Douse expte The 
Debtor) from an Order of Mr Registrar Hope, dated Aug 14, 1911, 
adjuding the Debtor bankrupt 

FROM THE KING’S BENCH DIVISION 
Final and New Trial List.) 
1910 

Macgregor v Peet Peet v Macgregor and anr appl of deft from judgt 

of Mr Commr Parfitt, KC, without a jury, Leicester, dated Feb 11, 


1910 (s © liberty to apply) March 2 
Haye v Ladoga ld appl of defts from judzt of Mr Justice Walton, with 
out a jury, Middlesex, dated July 27, 1910 (s o to be mentioned) 
Wigglesworth (Suppliant) v The King appl of suppliant from judgt of 
Mr Justice Channell, dated Dec 16, 1910 25 (s © for 
Attorney -Gen 


special case) Dex 


1911 


In re The Arbitration Act, 1889. and In re an Arbitration between the 


Secretary of State for War and H J Van Laun appl of The Assignee 
nm Bankruptey trom jucdyt of Mr Justice \ T Lawren e, dated Jan 24, 
1911 special « et © lor \ttorney-Gen) Feb 7 

Liverpool Corpn v The Assessment Committee of the Chorley Union and 
ors appl of appellants from judzt of The Lord Chief Justice and 
Justices Hamilton and Avory, dated Jan 25, 1911, and cross notice by 
Respts, dated Fel 8, 1911 Feb 16 


Stucklart v Union Trust ld appln of pltff for judgt or new trial on app! 


from verdict and judgt. dated Feb. 4, 1911, at trial before Mr Justi 
Bucknill and a special jury, Middx Feb 23 

Bright v Bright app! of applt from judgt of the Judge of the Court of 
Pa we, dated Jan 18, 1911 Feb 24 

Ames v Whiteman appln of pltff and cross-notice of appl by defts for 
jud t or new trial on ippl from verdict and judgt dated Fel 22, 
1911, at trial before Mr Justice Coleridge and a common jury, 
Micelle 4X March | 

The Glasgow Assce Corpn ld vy Symondson & Coappl of pltffs from 


judgt of Mr Justice without Middlesex, dated Feb 
20, 1911 March 2 

Hebert v loyal Society of 
of Mr Justice Darling, 
March 3 

Hales v London General Omnibus Co ld appln of pltff for judgt or new 
trial on appl from verdict and judgt dated Feb 10, 1911, at trial 
before Mr Justice Pickford and a common jury, Middlesex March 3 

Blake v Fenner appin of defts for judgt or new trial on app 
from verdict and judgt, dated Feb 24. 1911 it trial before Mr Justic: 

common jury, Middlesex March 6 

Roberts v Oates appl of deft from judgt of Justices Ridley and Avory, 
dated Feb 18, 1911 March 6 

Gregory v Watson Steamship Co ld and ors appln of pltff for judgt or 
new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated Feb 20, 1911, at trial 

Mr Justice A T Lawrence ani a common jury, Liverpool 


Scrutton a jury, 
Medicine and ors appl of pltff from judgt 
without a jury, Middlesex, dated Jan 12, 1911 


and ors 


Coleridge and a 


before 
March 8 

Coleman v Twining appln of deft in person for judgt or new trial on 
appl from verdict and judgt, dated Feb 25, 1911, at trial before Mr 
Justice Lush and a common jury, Middlesex Marc h 10 

The American Thread Co ld v Joyce (Surveyor of Taxes) appl of applts 
from judgt of Mr Justice Hamilton (Revenue Side), dated Feb 15, 1911 
March 13 

Skene v Thomas appln of pltff for judgt or new trial on appl from 

verdict and judgt, dated Feb 22, 1911, at a trial before Mr. Justice 

Pickford and a common jury, Middlesex March 14 

The Mayor, etc, of the Metropolitin Borough of Holborn 


Gosling v 


appl of pitfl from judgt of Justices Ridley and Channell dated March 
8, 1911 


March 17 








Anglo-Continental, ete Co ld and ors v McCreath & Sons appl of pltffs 
from judgt of Mr Justice Scrutton, without a jury, Middlesex, dated 
Jan 19,1911 March 17 

Mahoney v R Johnson ld appln of deft for judgt or new trial on appl 
from verdict and judgt, dated March 1, 1911, at trial before Mr 
Justice A 'T Lawrence and a special jury, Saiford March 23 

Skene v The Midland Ry Co and James R Howard appln of pltff for 
judzt or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated Feb 27, 1911, 
at trial before (Mr Justice Darling and a special jury, Middlesex 
Mare h 29 

Wilson v Spiegel appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Bucknill, with- 
out a jury, Middlesex, dated March 22, 1911 March 31 

Thomas v The Holt Brewery Co ld appln of defts for judgt or new 
trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated March 22, 1911, at trial 
before Mr Justice Bray and a special jury, Birmingham April 1 

In the Matter of an Issue between Corfield and King Farlow appl of 
pitt from judgt of Mr Justice Scrutton, without a jury, Middlesex, 
dated March 16, 1911 April 1 

In the Matter of the London Building Act, 1894 and In the Matter of an 
Arbitration between London, Gloucestershire and North Hants Dairy 
Co and Morley and Lanceley Id and ors appln of defts from judgt 
of Justices Phillimore and Bankes, dated March 21,1911 April 4 

srowne v Black appl of pltff from judgt of Justices Ridley and Channell, 
dated March 10, 1911 April 5 

Hawkins v Muff and ors appln of defts for judzt or new trial on appl 
from verdict and judgt, dated March 24, 1911, at trial before Mr 
Justice Avory and a special jury, Leeds April 5 

Cunis v McKnight appln of deft for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict and judgt, dated March 29, 1911, at trial before Mr Justice 
Darling and a special jury, Middlesex April 6 

Société Coloniale Auversoise and anr v London and Brazilian Bank Id 
appl of defts from judgt of Mr. Justice Scrutton, without a jury, 
Middlesex, dated March 24, 1911 April 6 

Kingsmill v French appln of deft for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict and judgt, dated March 23, 1911, at trial before Mr Justice 
Pickford and a common jury, Middlesex April 6 

David Allen & Sons Id and ors v Illingworth appln of deft for judgt 
or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated March 23, 1911, 
at trial before Mr. Justice Lawrance and a special jury, Middlesex 
April 6 

Lundie v Thomas and ors appl of defts from judgt of Mr. Justice 
Coleridge without a jury, Cardiff, and cross-notice by respt, dated 
April 13, 1911, dated March 10, 1911 April 7 

Colden Manufacturing Co Id v Carrington & Dewhurst Id appin of 
defts for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated 
March 11, 1911, at trial before Mr. Justice Grantham and a common 


jury, Salford April 7 

Hughes v Provincial Motor Cab Co ld appl of defts from judgt of 
Mr Justice Avory, special jury, Leeds, dated March 28, 1911 
April 11 

McRae v Penman appln of plitff for judgt or new trial on appl from 


verdict and judgt, dated April 5, 1911, at trial before Mr Justice 
Lawrance and a special jury, Middlesex April 12 

Mead v Ball appl of pltff from judgt of he Lord Chief Justice, 
without a jury, Middlesex, dated Feb 16, 1911 April 12 

Longton v Winwick Asylum appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice 
Grantham, without a jury, Manchester, dated April 1, 1911 April 13 
tidgill v Lord Shrewsbury and anr appl of pltif from judgt of Mr 
Justipge Serutton, without a jury, Middlesex, dated April 4, 1911 
April 13 

Kriendly Society of Tronfounders v Ingall appl of deft from judgt of 
Justices Phillimore and Bankes (Divisional Court), dated March 15, 
191i April 13 

Dorman, Long & Co Id v Henry Willeock 
Mr Justice Channell, without a jury, Middlesex, 
April 20 

Jones v Royal London Insce Soc Id and J Price appln of defts for 
judgt or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated April 12, 
1911, at trial before Mr Justice Grantham and a special jury, Middle- 
sex April 22 

Brice (Surveyor of Taxes) v Northern Assurance Co (Revenue Side) 
app! of respts from judgt of Mr Justice Hamilton, without a jury, 
dated March 30, 1911 May & 

Cope V Sharp appl of deft from judgt of Justices Phillimore, Hamil- 
ton and Scrutton, dated April 11, 1911 May 3 

Burdett v Horne and anr appln of deft, F W Horne, for judgt or 
new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated April 12, 1911, at 


appl of deft from judgt of 
dated Jan 30, 1911 


trial before Mr Justice Lawrance and a special Jury, Middlesex 
May 3 \ ze 
Ellis v Banyard appl of deft from judgt of Justices Phillimore and 


Horridge, dated April 27, 1911 May 8 

lhe Liverpool, London and Globe Insce Co (Applts) v Charles Edmund 
Bennett, Respt (Surveyor of Taxes, Revenue Side) appl of applts 
from judgt of Mr Justice Hamilton, dated March 30, 1911 May 10 

Godsell vy Lloyd and anr appl of deft, W E Lloyd, from judgt of Mr 
Justice Scrutton, without a jury, Middlesex, dated April 7, 1911 
May 11 

Mentors ld v Evans appl of deft from judgt of Justices Pickford and 
Lush, dated May 8, 1911 May 12 

Hilo Manufacturing Co ld v Williamson appln of deft for judgt or 
new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated May 1, 1911, at 
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trial before Mr Justice Channell and a special jury, Middlesex 
May 12 

Hunt v Rose and anr app! of pitii from judgt of Justices Bray and 
Coleridge, dated May 2, 1911 May 15 

Glasse v Patent Lightning Crusher Co appln of pltff for judgt or new 
trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated May 5, 1911, at trial 


before Mr Justice Scrutton and a common jury, Middlesex May 16 


Ronald v John Bull ld and ors appin of pitt® for judgt or new tr 
on appl from verdict and judgt, dated May 11, 1911, at trial bet 
Mr Justice Darling and a special jury, Middlesex May 17 

Humphries v Humphries appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice 
Ridley, without a jury, dated March 11, 1911 May 17 

In the Matter of the Arbitration Act 1859, and in the Matter of an 
Arbitration between John Lang and the Crude Rubber Washing ¢ 
ld appl of the Crude Rubber Washing Co from judgt of Justice 
Pickford and Lush, dated May 4, 1911 May 18 

Thomas Free v The Urban District Council of Sutton (Surrey) appln 
of pltffi for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated 
May 15, 1911, at trial before Mr Justice Lawrance and a special jury, 
Middlesex, and cross-notice by defts, dated May 22, 1911 May 18 

The Mayor, &c, of the Borough of Derby v Pegg & Ellam Jones Id 
appl of defts from judgt of Justices Bray and Coleridge, dated 
May 5, 1911 May 22 

The Continental Petroleum Co vy Meade King, Robinson & Co appl of 
plttfs from judgt of Mr Justice Scrutton, without a jury, Middlesex, 
dated Feb 23, 1911 May 22 

Norvell v Taylor and ors appin of defts, The City of Monte Video 
Public Works Corpn, ld, for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict 
and judgt, dated May 18, 1911, at trial before Mr Justice Lawranc 
and a special jury, Middlesex May 24 

Downing v Easton & Fenner appln of defts for judgt or new trial on 
appl trom verdict and judgt, dated May 22, L911, at trial before 
Mr Justice Bray and a common jury, Middlesex May 23 

Rea Transport Co ld v Stearns appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justi 
Hamilton, without a jury, Middlesex, dated May 16, 1911 May 26 

Same v Bowring app! of deft from judyt of Mr Justice Hamilton 
without a jury, Middlesex, dated May 16, 1911 (stand over till after 
judgment in preceding case) May 26 

In re an Arbitration between Mocatta and The Franco. British Exhibi 
tion (Incorporated) appl of The Franco-British Exhibition Co from 
judgt of Mr Justice Bray on a special case, dated May 10, 1911 
May 26 

Marcovitch v Liverpool Victoria Friendly Soe appl of pltff from 
judgt of Justices Bray and Coleridge, dated May 12, 1911 May 26 

In the Matter of an Arbitration between Bradley and the Essex and 
Suffolk Accident and Indemnity Soc Id appl of the Society from 
judgt of Mr Justice Bray,.on a special case, dated May 29, 1911 
May 29 ° 

Wixon and ors v Thomas appl of respts from judgt of The Lord 
Chief Justice and Justices Pickford and Lush, dated May 19, 1911 
May 29 

Brice v The Ocean Accident and Guarantee Corpn Id appl of respts 
from judgt of Mr Justice Hamilton, without a jury, Middlesex, dated 
March 30, 1911 May 29 

Travers v The London General Omnibus Co Id appln of defts for 
judgt or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated May 17, 
1911, at trial before Mr Justice Bray and a common jury, Middlesex 
May 30 

Chetwynd v Seth Smith Bros appl of pitff from judgt of Mr Justice 
Lawrance, without a jury, Middlesex, dated May 19, 1911 May 31 

The Services Co (London) Id v Scott Engineering Co Id appl of 
pitfis from judgt of Mr Justice Coleridge, without a jury, Middlesex, 
dated May 15, 1911 May 31 

McRae v Penman (Gee & Sheen 3rd parties) appl of Gee from 
judgt of Mr Justice Lawrance, without a jury, Middlesex, dated 
April 6, 1911 June 2 

Northfield SS Co ld vy Compagnie L’Union des'Gaz appl of deft from 
judgt of Mr Justice Hamilton, without a jury, dated May 25, 1911 
June 3 

Owen v Evans appln of deft for judygt or new trial on appl from 
verdict and judgt, dated May 29, 1911, at trial before Mr Justic 
Bray and a special jury, Pembroke June 12 

Lane v George and anr appl of pitff from judgt of Mr Justice Chan 
nell, without a jury, Middlesex, dated March 11, 1911 (security 
ordered) June 12 

Piper v Izod appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Phillimore, with 
out a jury, Middlesex, dated April 27, 1911 (security ordered 
June 13 

Norman v De Lille appln of deft for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict and judgt, dated May 25, 1911, at trial before Mr Justice 
Scrutton and a common jury, Middlesex June 14 

Robinson v Lutton and ors appln of deft, Jones, for judgt or new 
trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated May 18, 1911, at trial 
before Mr Justice Coleridge and a common jury, Middlesex June 15 

Hall v Whiteman appln of deft forsjudgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict and judgt, dated May 26, 1911, at trial before Mr Justice 
Pickford and a common jury, Middlesex, and cross-notice by pltff, 

dated Aug 9, 1911 June 21 

Bird v Tyler appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice Darling, jury 
discharged, Middlesex, dated May 31, 1911 June 21 

In the Matter of an Arbitration between Priddy & Hale and The 

Guardians of the Woolwik h Union appl af Woolwi h Union from 
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judgt of Justices Phillimore and Horridge, dated June 16, 1911 


june 28 
MeConnell and ors vy Steamship Glenfyne Co ld applin of defts for 
ivt or new trial on appl trom verdict and judgt, dated June 1d, 
Yili, at trial before The Deputy Under Sheri and a jury, Liver 
pool June 2Y 
\nderson aud anr vy Roe appln of deft for judgt or new trial on 
ppl from verdict and judgt, dated June 26, lyll, at trial before 
Mir Justice Grantham and a special jury, Newcastle-on-Tyne July 5 
Met Electric Tramways ld (applicants) v Tottenham Urban District 
Council (respts) appl of applicants trom judgt of The Lord Chiet 


Justice and Justices Darling and Bankes, dated June 21, 1911 July 7 

Weldon vy Times Book Co appln of pltif for judgt or new trial on 
ippl from verdict nd pudyt, dated June 26, Mil, at trial before 
Mir Justice Ridley and a special jury, Middlesex July 7 

Weaver & Co ld v Great Western Ky Co (Railway and Canal Commis 
sion) appl of pltifs from judgt of Mr Justice A 'T Lawrence, Hon A 
KE Gathorn Hardy, ind Sur J Woodhouse, dated July 8, 1YLL July 10 

Shillingford v Vinall appln ot deft for judgt or new trial on appl 
from verdict and judgt, dated July 5, 1911, at trial before Mr Justice 
A 'T Lawrence and a common jury, Middlesex July 11 

Crude Rubber Washing Co ld vy Lang appl af deft from judgt of Mr 
Justice Phillimore, without a jury, Middlesex, dated May 18, 1911 
July 12 Lang v Crude Rubber Washing Co ld appl of pltft from 
judgt of Mr Justice Phillimore, without a jury, Middlesex, dated 
May 18, 1911 July 12 

British Assoc of Glass Bottle Manufacturers ld vy Nettleford appl of 
dett from judgt of Mr Justice Hamilton, without a jury, Middtesex, 
dated July 4, 1911 July 13 

Titus v Winterfeldt appin ol pltft for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict and judgt, dated June 30, 1Y11, at trial before Mr Justice 
Bray and a special jury, Middlesex duly 13 

Sumner v Watney and o1 appl ol detts, Dooley and Pilbrow, from 
judgt of Mr Justice Hamilton, without a jury, Middlesex, dated 
May 8, 1911 July 17 

Supple v Blackler’s Stores appln of defts for judgt or new trial on 
ippl from verdict and judgt, dated July 10, 1911, at trial before 
Mir Justice Horridge and a special jury, Liverpool July 17 

Parrish v Mayor, & of the Met Borough of Hackney appl of defts 
from judgt of Mr Justice Warrington (sitting as an additional judge), 
without a jury, Middlesex, dated July 11, 1Y1L July 18 

The Alexandra (Newport and South Wales) Docks and Ry Co v The 
‘Taff Vale Ry Co appl of detts from judgt of Mr. Justice Hamilton, 
without a jury, Middlesex, dated April 10, 1911 July 19 

Fondu vy Caithorpe Motor Co Id appl of defts from judgt of Mr 
Justice Pickford, without a jury, Middlesex, dated July 13, lil 
J uly 20 

Buckieton v Heilbut Symons & Co appln of defts for judgt or new 
trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated July 13, 1911, at trial 
before Mr Justice Lush and a special jury, Liverpool July 21 

Badcock v Ryder appln of deft for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict and judge, dated July 6, 1911, at trial before Mr, Justice 
Hamilton and a special jury, London July 21 

Rosenthal vy Waddup appln of pltff for judgt or new trial on appl 
from verdict and judgt, dated July 14, 1911, at trial before Mr 
Justice Avory anl a common jury, Middlesex July 21 

Jones Bros (Holloway) ld v Pelletier appl of deft, in person, from 
judgt of Justices BraY and Bankes, dated July 10, 1911 July 22 

Sharpe v Haggith appln of pltff for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict and judgt, dated July 14, 1911, at trial before Mr Justice 
Coleridge and a common jury, Middlesex, and cross-notice by deft, 
dated July 51, 1911 July 22 

Leach v Great Central Ry appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice 
Bankes and a special jury, Manchéster, dated July 10, 1911 July 24 

In re Municipal Corporation Act, 1882 Forrester v Norton appl of 
petitioner from judgt of Justices Channell and Bankes, dated July 
12,1911 July 25 

In re Municipal Corporation Act, 1882 Borley and ors v Norton 
appl of petitioners from judgt of Justices Channell and Bankes, dated 
July 12, 1911 July 25 

Iry & Mason v Smellie & 7 ylor appl of deft Smellie from judgt of 
Mr Justice Serutton, dated July 11, 1911 July 25 

Chettle v Meyer and ors appl of pltff from judgt of M1 Justice 
Hamilton, dated July 11, 1911 July 26 

Rennie v Schobert appl of deft from judgt of Justices Avory and 
Horridge, dated January 30, 1911 July 26 


J Orchard v J Orchard ld appin of defts for judgt or new trial on 


appl from verdict and judgt, dated July 4, 1911, at trial before M1 
Justice Ridley and a common jury, Derby July 27 


Burford v Jarratt and ors appln of pltff for judgt or new trial on 
appl from verdict and judgt, dated July 13, 1911, at trial before Mr 
Justice A T Lawrence and ommon jury, Middlesex July 28 


Betts and anr v Gray and.anr appl of pltffs from judgt of Mr Justice 
Lawrance, without a jury, Middlesex, dated July 21, 1911 July 31 

Croft v Howitt appln of deft for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict and judgt, dated July 26, 1911, at trial before Mr Justice 
Avory and a common jury, Middlesex Aug 1 

Mayor, &c of the County Borough of Brighton v Brighton, Hove & 
Preston United Omnibus Co Id appln of defts for judgt or new 
trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated July 7, 1911, at trial 
before Mr Justice Phillimore and a special jury, Lewes Aug 
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of Mr Justice 


“ os - ; e : 
V iton appl of pltf! from judgt Coleridge, dated | Hutton v Gubbins appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Bucknill, 
uly 14, 1911 Aug 4 dated June 21, 1911 July 8 

Gi ry v Torquay Corpn rp of pltff from judyt of Justices Pick Flynn v Todrick and anr appl of pltffi from order of Mr Justice 
! land Lus date \l ) 1911 Aug 4 Bucl |, dated June 30, 1911 July 11 

Warn Leach bpp dett tor judgt or new trial on appl from Allan v Clarke and ors appl of defis, The United London and Scottish 
erdict and judyt, dated July 25, 1911, at trial before Mr Justice Insce Co, from order of Mr Justice Bucknill, dated July 7, 1911 
Grantham and a special jury, West Riding of Yorkshire Aug 5 July 11 ; 

Symond on 2 London & South Western Bank Id appl ot pltff from Olliff v Gool ng appl of deft, Countess Gooling, from order of M1 
judgt of Mr Justi Hamiult m, without a jury Middlesex dated Justice Bucknill, dated July 6. 1911 July 12 

VW M x 50, 1911 Aug 5 ; . ; ; The Shaftesbury Avenue Skating Rink Id Chaudoir and ors, defts 
sUthIC! Wils “" Lanr appl of R F McD Wilson from judgt of F L Chaudoir, 3rd party) appl of pitff, F E Pitts, from order of 
Mr Justi e Pickford, thout a jury, Middlesex, dated July 31, Mr Justice Channell, dated July 13, 1911 July 17 

: 1911 ~- 5 ne Pim, Vaughan and Co and ors v Dimitri, Tchernine and ors appl of 
tor Vv tor appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Darl th deft, E E Yeats, from order of Mr Justice Channell, dated July 18, 
‘ a jury, Middlese dated July 29, 1911 Aug 10 1911 Julv 20 ‘ 

In 16 or \ r (practising as Paines) appl of H G Walker from | Ginsburg and anr v Jonques and ors appl of defts, M Myer and Rosen 
jud ‘ Ir Justice Lawrance, dated July 27, 1911 Aug 10 & Co, from order of Mr Justice Channell, dated July 17, 1911 

Jer ns (ireat Western R ( appln ot pitif for jud t or new trial July 24 ; 
on appl Tt _ rdict na vdgt, dated July 20, 1911, at trial before Maple & Co ld v Rossner appl of deft from order of Mr Justice 

ok Wakes ach oe kl ie ee ae Channel, dated July 18, 1911 July 25 

‘ eater ; ly arts 4 | } § f . : > . 

,orth \V ! ; ( ! El rolyti Alkali Co ld appl of detts | W Whiteley v Campion appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Law 
from judgt f Mr Justice Scrutton, thout a jury, Middlesex ran dated July 27, 1911 July 27 

) ¢ | . ’ . = . 

dated June 21 1911 Aug 14 , , Odhams v Beecham appl of pltif from order of Mr Justice Darling, 

Bastow and anr B s& Co appln of defts for judygt or new trial dated July 24, 1911 July 28 

i + irom “% d judgt, dated Au 1, 1911 it trial befor Ashmead Bartlett \ Beecham appl ot plttf from order of Mr Justice 
\Iy ust rat m at speci wr nor 20 : . ¢€ ‘ ¢ 

" bh : ' : : de | ial ag # \ a . . Darling dated July 24, 191i July 28 

sate yr ne age sn ecw pa Co ld Polycolor Syndicate ld appl | pyiddy & Hale ld v The Guardians of the Poor of Woolwich Union 
of defts from judut of Mr Justice Grat tham, without a jur Mid appl of defts from order of Mr Justice Avory, dated July 28, 1911 
dlesex, dated June 19, 1911 Sept 15 Juls 3] . . 

t} ilbrow p { ror , aad > : + oo - , on : 

Ha rth Pi oa PI lof pit! from judgt of Mr Justi e Ridley Actiesselskabet Dampskib ‘“ Hercules” vy The Grand Trunk Pacific Ry 
without a jury lidd] dated July l, 1911 Sept 20 Co appl of defts from order of Mi Justice Lawrance, dated July 27. 

FROM THE PROBATE, DIVORCE AND ADMIRALTY DIVISION 1911 Aug 2 : ; ; 

ADMIRALTY Coxeter & Sons ld v Mitchell appl of pltfis from order of Mr Justice 
Rolie ER sil Darling, dated July 28, 1911 Aug 10 . n 
S | 1911] 188 The ¢ sence > 1 anderton (trading as Anderton & Co) v Lange and anr (Farnell, 3rd 
Seacom! o 88 he Jwners of the Barge Dolly and het party) appl of 3rd party from order of Mr Justice Bucknill, dated 
Master and Crew un r their lost effects, and Owners of Cargo Jul - 31. 1911 Aug 15 ; 
nd Fr nt : Ownel ny Steam 1. Seacom be damag appl of Smith Jeffs appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Horridge, dated 
pitfis fr judgt of Mr Bargra Beane a v June 30) Sent 1911 Sept 19 
Phe Devonshire 1911 | 10 rhe Owners of the Barge Leslie v ~ ~ 
- ay an eo ae _ hire appl of defts from judgt HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE—CHANCERY DIVISION 
0 T re dent i uly 3) , ‘ 
MICHAELMAS SITTINGS, 1911. 
FROM THE PROBATE, DIVORCE AND ADMIRALTY DIVISION Notices ReLtaTinc To tHe Cuancery Cause List. 
ADMIRALTY) ; ; : 
, , Mr. Justice Joyce will take his business as announced in the 
With Nautical Assessors Michaelmas Sittings Paper : : 
Final List.) Liverpool and Manchester Business.—Mr. Justice Joyce will take 
1911 Liverpool and Manchester busaness on Saturdays, the 21st October, 
The I , 10—1 59 | 0 . Ket the 4th and 18th November, and the 2nd and 16th Decembei 
my ihe : 2, x - e ch Snowden and Mr. Justice Swinren Eapy will take his business as announced in the 
ol vy The O " the SS He per No. 1 f Dublin (damage ippl Mict im Sittin Pape 
‘ . os : : ? : Michaelmas Sittings Paper. , 
of p tfi from jud fM Justi Bargra Deane, dated June 14 Mr. Justice WARRINGTON Except when other business is advertised 
ISL du 1S . . in the Daily Cause List, Mr. Justice Warrington will sit for the 
Wit! Nautical A lisporal of His Lordship’s Witness List daily throughout the sittings 
ri} Umesit 1 WW I l W Cory & S ! The Owner Vir. Ji e NEVILLE Except when othe busi : is advertised in 
of the SS Umsi Larmna gee ippl of pltits fi | f The P he Dailv Cause List, actions with witnesses will be taken throughout 
dent, dated Ma », IDLL July 7 the sitting The court will sit at 10.15 a.m. and rise at 4.15 p.m. each 

Modina—-1911—1 l FC) man & C The Owner f the SS) day except Saturdays, when there will be no sitting 

Modina (dama ppl of defts from judet of The Presiden \Nr Justice ParKeR will take his business announced in the 
und Mr. Justi Bat Deane (Divisional Cou dated Ju » Michaelmds Sittings Paper. 
1911 July 31 Mr. Justice Eve Except when other business is advertised in the 

The Fann 1911—1} 72 «Th Morgan JS Davy Owner | Daily Cause List. actions with witnesses will be taken throughout the 

of the Ve Lily Green and all othe claimin against Vessel sittings During these sittings Mr Justice Eve will sit enc h day until 
Fanny (limitation of ibility ippl of pltfis from judgt of Mi 1.30 p.m., except on Saturdays, » hen there will be no sitting. 
Justice Bar Deane, dated July 26. 1911 Aug 4 Summonses before the Judge in Chambers Mr. Justice Joycr, Mr. 

Dupleix—1910—Folios 339 and 344 (consolidated) The Anglo-American Justice Swinren Eapy and Mr. Justice Parker will sit in court every 

Oil Co ld v The Owners of the Barque Dupleix and freight (damage Monday during the sittings to hear Chamber Summonses. ; 
appl of defts from judgt of The President, dated July 28, 1911 Summonses adjourned into court and non-witness actions will be 
Aug 10 ‘ heard by Mr Justice Joyce, Mr. Justice SWINFEN Eapy and Mr. Justice 
OM ' . KING ENC TIS PARKER 
he THE KING'S BENCH DIVISION Motions, Petitions and Short Causes will be taken on the days stated 
Interlocutory List.) in the Michaelmas Sittings Paper. 
L910 ; . . 
, rit ‘ ne Cuancery Witness Lists. 

Reeder v ( per ippl of Curti ind ors from order of Mr Justices NoTIck WITH REFERENCE ” ss ‘ ok e ’ F 

Colerid dat \pril 14, 1910 (s o liberty to apply) April 16 During the Michaelmas Sittings the judges will sit for the disposal of 
1911 witness actions as follows , ; 
, Mr. Justice Warrincton will take the Witness List for WARRINGTON 

Clark v Forst - " Forster v Aldridge In re H Foster | and Parker, JS 

(expte J Ji on Clark, in Bankruptcy) appl of applicant, H W Mr. Justice Nevitie will take the Witness List for Swinren Eapy 
Clarkson, from order of Mr Justice Ridley, dated Feb 20, 1911 part and Nevite, JJ 
heard o till after action before Parker, J) Feb 25 Mr. Justice Eve will take the Witness List for Joyce and Eve, JJ. 
Walthe The Mar!borough Theatre, London, Id upp! of pltff from , C » Teves, on Huanrxe 
order of Mr Justice Hamilton, without a jury, Middl x. dated CHANCERY AUSES FOR ” ‘ ™ 
May 2. 1911 (so for three L JJ) Mav 16 Set down to October 2nd, 1911. 
In re The Arbitration \ct, 1889, and In re An Arbitration bet n Before Mr. Justice Joyce Benjamin Brooke & Co ld v Same 
British Westin K ind Manufacturing Co Id and Unde: ; 7 ; 1 LW h® act 
, ws >. . . . . “ - uses for rial ( ith ' . 
ground Electric Rys Co of L ndon Id Electric Ry ( 0 clmt v TI 2 7 , . Lever Brothers ld v Bury District 
{ nderground we (respts) appl of clmts trom ¢ ler of Justice Piel W itnesses) Co-operative Soc ld nal 
ford and Lush, dated May 24, 1911 for 3 L. JJ—s o not befor In re Treherne Treherne vy Tre Same v Huddersfield Industrial 
Oct 13 June 6 herne act Soc ld act 

Slatford v Erlebach appl of pitf from order of Mr Justice Horridge, | Lever Brothers ld v The Masbro’ Jenjamin Brooke & Co Id v Same 

dated June 19. 1911 July } | Equitable Pioneers Soc ld act act 














Sgr 


Oct. 14, 1911. 


Lever Brothers ld v Prestwich Co- 
operative and Industrial Soc ld 
act 

Benjamin Brooke & Co ld v Same 
act 

Lever Brothers ld v 
wike Industrial 
Soc Id act 

Benjamin Brooke & Co ld vy Same 
act 

Lever Brothers ld v 
Equitable Industrial 
tive Soc Id act 

Benjamin Brooke & Co ld vy Same 


Heckmond 


Co-operative 


Slaithwaite 
Co-opera 


act 

Lever Brothers ld y Cleckheaton 
Industrial Co-operative Soc Id 
act 

Benjamin Brooke & Co ld vy Same 
act 

Lever Brothers ld vy Wakefield 


Industrial Soc ld act 

Senjamin Brooke & Co Id v Same 
act 

Lever Brothers ld y Wrexham Co 
operative Soc Id act 

Benjamin Brooke & Co ld v Same 
act 

Lever Brothers ld vy Golcar Co 
operative Soc Id act 


Benjamin Brooke & Co ld vy Same 


act 

Lever Brothers ld v Birmingham 
Industrial Co-operative Soc ld 
act 

Benjamin Brooke & Co ld vy Same 
act 

lever Brothers ld v Nottingham 
Co-operative Soc act 

Benjamin Brooke & Co ld v Same 
act 

Lever Brothers ld yv Derby Co 
operative Soc ld act 

Benjamin Brooke & Co ld v Same 
act 

Lever Brothers ld vy Borstal] In 


dustrial Co-operative Soc- Id 
act 

Benjamin Brooke & Co ld v Same 
act 


Lever Brothers ld vy Wolverhamp 
ton Co operative Soc ld act 
Same v Stockport Industrial Equit 
able Co-operative Soc Id act 
Benjamin Brooke & Co ld y Sam« 
act 

Lever Brothers ld v Rugby Co 
operative Soc ld act 

Benjamin Brooke & Co Id vy Same 
act 

Lever Brothers ld vy Hyde Equit 
able Co operative Soe Id act 

Benjamin Brooke & Co ld vy Same 
act 

Lever Brothers ld vy Gomersal In 
dustrial Co-operative Soc ld act 

Same v Little Lever Co-operative 
and Industrial Soe ld _ act 

v Horwich Industrial Co 

operative Soc ld act 


same 


Same v Preston Industrial Co 
operative Soc Id act 
Conway v Charles Castle & Son 
act 
Causes for Trial without Wit 
nesses and Adjourned Sum 


monses 


Lillington vy Capern adjd sumns 


In re Alton Newbolt v_ Alton 
adjd sumns 

Lord Derby v Ferguson  adjd 
sumns 

In re Walton Turner, dec Brooks 
bank v Turner two procedure 
sumns 


In re George Herring, dec Strong 
v Herring adjd sumns 

In re estate of Thomas John, de 
Williams v Crooke adjd sumns 
(with witnesses) 


In re Earl Cadogan Settlement 
Richmond vy Lambton  adjd 
sumns 


In re Richard Cosslett, dec Cole 
man vy Attorney-General adjd 
sumns 

In re Rigby Rigby v_ Rigby 


adjd sumns 
In re Lane Fox's Settlement Faiz 


fax vy Lane Fox adjd sumns 
In re the Enfield Autocar Co.'s 
Trade Mark In re The Trade 
Mark Act, 1905 motion 
Ashburton v dela Warr two adjd 
notices 
In re Moore & Hulme’s Contract 


and In re The Vendor and Pur 
chaser Act, 1874 adjd sumns 
In re Howes & Robinson’s Contract 
and In re Vendor and Purchase 
Act, 1874 adjd sumns 
In re S. Moore’s Estate 
v Petitt adjd sumns 
In re Pritchard’s Estate 
v Pritchard adjd sumns 
John Nicholls & Co ld yv 
combe procedure sumns 
In re Trade Marks Act, 1905 In 
re L. J. Lea ld Trade Mark 
motion 
In re Webster 


adjd sumns 


Huggins 
Philpin 
Wooll 


Pearson vy Webste1 


In re Lambert, dec Lambert y 
Lambert adjd sumns 
In re Liversidge’s Settlement 


Morrell v Theobald adjd sumns 
In re Olivieri, dec Hamel] vy Rus 
adjd sumns 
In re Drake, dec Drake v Drake 

adjd sumns 
In re Samuel Davey, dec Whit 

worth v Davey adjd sumns 


cont 


In re Lucas’ Settlement Lucas v 
Rimmington adjd sumns 

Colman v Cook & Co two adjd 
notices 


In re John Chambers, dec Stanton 
v Humble adjd sumns 
In re Joseph Holson, dec 
v Holt adjd sumns 
In re  Ormerod’s 
Haworth v Hargreaves 


Jarwick 


Settlement 

adjd 
sumns 

In re RK. M. Hope, dec Washing 
ton v Coates adjd sumns 

In re Crowley’s Trust Crowley v 
Eckenstein adjd sumns 

Balston vy Bower adjd sumns 

In re Oram’s Settlement Howland 


vy Oram adjd sumns 

In re Sarah Ann Greenwood, de 
Greenwood v_ Sutcliffe  adjd 
sums 


In re Beach, dec Berry v Hard 


man adjd sumns 
In re A. Cohen, dec Nathan v 
Cohen adjd sumns 


In re Poultney Estate In re The 
Trustee Act, 1893 Poultney v 
Poultney adjd sumns 

In re Hoggart’s Settlement Hog 
gart. v Burnage adjd sumns 

Crowley v Cowley m f j (short) 

In re L. L. Horsell, dec Meates 
v Abell three adjd notices 

In re Robert Hunt, dec Hoare & 
Cold vy Hunt two adjd sumns 


In re Trade Marks Act, 1905 In 
re William McEwan & Co.’ 
Trade Mark motion 

In re Kirlews Bros ld Wesen 
craft v The Company m f j 
(short) : 

In re Southgate’s Settlement 
Southgate v Squthgate adjd 
sumns 

In re O’Grady’s Settlement 
Coventry v O'Grady adjd 
sumns 

In re Charles Alexander, dec 
Rew v Harrison adjd sumns 


In re Collins, dec Heys Jones v 
Duvall adjd sumns 

In re Alder, dec Alder vy 
adjd sumns 


Alder 


* 





In re H, M. Gordon, dec Gordon 


v Gordon adjd sumns 


In re Charlesworth’s Trusts Tew 
v Briggs adjd sumns 
In re Bryan, de In re The 


Trustee Act, 1893 adjd sumns 
In re Mules’ Estate Dickinson v 
Penruddocke adjd sumns 
In re A Charles, dec Charles v 
Charles adjd sumns 


In re G Clunies-Ross, dec Stub 
bings v  Clunies-Ross adjd 
sumns 

In re J Davidson, dec Davidson 


v Lloyd adjd sumns 

In re the Trade Marks Act, 1905, 
and In re the Applications Nos. 
321,882 and 321,883 of La 
societe Anonyme Le Ferment 
to register a Trade Mark motn 


Before Mr, Justice SWINFEN 
Eapy. 
Retained by Order. Causes for 
Trial. 


(With Witnesses.) 


Jone S Bros Id V The Anglo 
American Optical Co act pt hd 

The Conservators of Mitcham 
Common v Banks act 


Further Considerations. 

In re East Sussex Gas Light, Coke 
and Water Co Perkins v The 
Company fur con 

In re W H_ Bosanquet, de 


Wright v Foster fur con and 
adjd sumns 

In re William Coster, dec Coster 
v Moody fur con 

Causes for Trial without Wit 
nesses and Adjourned Sum 
monses, 


In re Alice Stead, dec Smith v 


Stead adjd sumns 
In re The Companies (Consolida 
tion) Act, 1908 In re Re 
organisation and Control syn 
dicate motn to rectify register 
In re Watkins, de Payne 


Payne Johnston v Payne adjd 
umns 

In re G Bowes, de« Lodd ges Vv 
Loddiges adjd sumn 

In re Pritchard and Thee Trustee 
Act adjd sumns 

In re Levy Lichtenstein, de 
Harris v Landsberg adjd 
sumns 

In re tidley’s Agreement tidley 
v Ridley adjd sumns 

In re Scoones Scoones v Scoones 


adjd sumns 
In re Thompson 
Watkins adjd sumns 
In re John Locke, de Atkinson 
adjd sumns 


teynolds V 


v Roester 


In re Sparrow, dec Downing 
Sparrow adjd sumns 

In re Williams, dec Williams v 
Fowler adjd sumns 

Attorney-Gen v_ Price adja 
sumns 

In re Clark, de Endersby v 


Overend adjd sumns 


In re Lawley, de Jackson Vv 
Leighton adjd sumns 

In re Wm Daws, dec Sidwell v 
Daws adjd sumns 


In re Richard Curry, de 
v Metham adjd sumns 

In re Jackson, dec 
Turner 

In re Jevons, de 
lic Trustee adjd sumns 

In re Jesse Lee, dec In re Eliza 


adjd sumns 
Jevons \ 


Pub 


beth Lee, de Merritt v Gray 
adjd sumns ; 
In re Atkinsons and Horsell’s 


Curry | 


Turner v| 
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Contract and In re The Vendor 
and Purchaser Act, 1874 adjd 
sumns 
In re C H Miers, dec 
v Miers adjd sumns 
In re Arthur Tooth, de« 
Tooth adjd sumns 
In re Emily Colville, dec 
v Martin adjd sumns 
In re A Maber, dec 
Maber adjd sumns 
In re Harcourt’s Trusts 
Harcourt adjd sumns 


Pritchard 
Tooth v 
Colville 
Ward v 
White v 


In re Hoyles Row v Jagg adjd 
sumns 

In re Garratt Ketlewell v Gar 
ratt adjd sumns 

In re Reeve, de In re Bunn 
Riches v Tetley adjd sumns 

In re James Clifford’s Estate 
Mallam v McFie adjd sumns 

In re Ann Sparkes, dec Kemp- 
Welch v Kemp-Welch — adjd 
sumns 


In re Moss, de 
adjd sumns 
In re E O Sims, dec 
adjd sumns 
In re Barrow 
adjd sumns 

In re Jephson Moore-Gwyn v 
Webb adjd sumns 

In re W P King, de 
Webster adjd sumns 

In re R W Chetwynd’s Trusts 
Bentinck v Holdsworth  adjd 
sumns 

In re Consuelo, Dowager Duchess 
of Manchester, dec Duncannon 
v Manchester adjd sumns 

In re The Companies (Consolida- 
tion) Act, 1908, and In re The 
Newquay ‘Hotel Cold motn 

In re Bunch, dec tidsdale v 
Bunch adjd sumns 

In re Meux, dee Gill v Hawkins 
adjd sumns 

In re Graham, dec 
Graham adjd sumns 

In re Robert Mason, de« 
vy Mason adjd sumns 

Greener v Barmouth UDC adjd 
sumns 

Lloyd Vv 
(short) 

In re M A Reynolds, dec King 
v City of London Hospital 
adjd sumns 

In re L D Harvey 
Harvey adjd sumns 

In re Simmonds & Seagar’s Con 
tract and In re the Vendor and 


Room v Cooper 
Sims v Sims 


Barrow v Thomson 


Webster v 


Graham v 


Taylor 


sellis motn for judgt 


Harvey v 


Purchaser Act, 1874 adjd 
sumns 
Drake vy Mason adjd sumns 
McDonald v Pateman = adjd 
sumns 
In re Murray’s Trusts Murray 
v Beyfus adjd sumns 
Companies (Winding-up) and 


( hancery Division. 
Companies (Winding-up). 
Petitions 
Gloria Copper Mines (Spain) ld 
(petn of C. B. Toller—ordered 
on April 11, 1911 to stand over 

generally) 

Ind, Coope & Co ld (petn of C, 
Spalding) Same (petn of H. G, 
Da Costa Same (petn of Shu 
ters, Chippendales & Colyers 
ld—s o from April 25 to Oct. 
ober 17, 1911) 

H A Weltner & Co ld (petn of J 
Southey—ordered on July 11 to 
stand over to October 17, 1911) 
tritish Investment Syndicate Id 
(petn of E. A. Stevens ordered 
on July 18 to stand over to 
October 17, 1911) 
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Camden Brewer (o Id petn ol 
Turner Byrne & Co.) Same 
petn of S J Garrett & Co—s « 
from July 25, 1911 to 2nd peti 
tion da nH ry pitt rs, 1912) 

Langp & Mid-Somerset Benefit 
Building Soc (pet W H 
smith) sam M 1 No 4 
for mandamus » from Sey 
tember 6 to October 17, 1911 

Pol lor S ate | petn of 
Natural Colour K ma graph 
Co Id) 

Bushe Heath Bi \ | { ld 
petn of PMG 

} wick Aut 1 | | 1) ( 
Preston & ) 

William Birks Pat i (y 
RJM 

Henry Herm & ( t 
J Ka 

South Sumatra Rubbers katate 
ld (petn of the Company 

Fran Kk Owe & Co Id (petn ol 
varie \\ ns ’ 1 | Sons) 

Pear Sy nor Id tn of J 
(Calvert & an Mia ester D 
trict Registry) 

Bevan Lock-Nut Co Id (petn « 
Steel Nut & Joseph Ham pt 
Id) 

Premier Mines Id (petn of Consol 
dated Pneumat Too! Co Id) 
Shalo ¢ pper Mine ld petn t 

K E Persse) 

K S B Syndicate ld petn of J & 
H. Gosschalk 

Cosy Cinema of Lambeth Id (net 
f Happy Hours Id 
turnards Id (pets f I Cohen & 
('o 

Newfoundland O Pare 1) 

pment ») ! it ld petn 
JA Gr x a 

\ il Manufactu ( tt t 
rit x | pet 
kT W vs) 

Grand In ( | (pet W I 
1’; L (‘y) 

Casta Estat 1 (j f Joh 
Blak 1) 

Cobo Co ld (pet P 
lisl r ( 1) 

Anglo! ign I } \y 
1 | fe 

] i! ‘ ’ i tril | X 
Burr ry Ins ! L I 
Nal nal Pre I 
(orp ld 

N M x ¢ Ruble ( 
ld | ! ‘Ji } 

Nation In rr ( 
of | 1] f Banque 
Lilloise) 

Bank I ypt | ret t] 
tomy} 

Aowin Rubber & Produce Co Id 
p f J Mek e and a ) 
Chancery Division 

Petit i (to eanct n Scheme 

\rrangem t 

Monitor & Ajax Traction ld (petn 
f \ + Nell and ors rad i 
on Ju 4 ’ tand r t 
) r li 1911—t " nen 
t 1) 

Compan \\ ling-up 
Petit i t anct Scheme f 
\rrangement 
Birkbec] Permanent Benefit 
Building Soe (petn of the Societ 
and tl Liquidat r) sam 
A ir Sumn N 11 

es ot claimant l { urd 
ck lon Ju 27, 1911 ¢t 
| ‘ el neral 
Chancery Division 
Petitions (to confirm reduction of 
Capital) 
Cargill Steam Trawling Co ld and 


reduced \ 


Cardiff Steamsh p Co Id and re 

duced 
Act Trial 

Hough and ors v ‘Tomlinsor 
and ors 

Companies (Winding-up and 

Chancer Division 
Motio 

Kellett | (to stay proceedings 
rot June 20 to October 17 
1911) 

Piceadill Hotel ld Pau Pi l 
dilly Hotel id and ant to ry 

ler dated J 23) 1911 
Same Sal Pam imc) 
( irt Summons 

Pr res Assve Co Id (as to pa 
ment of an kk j 
Februa l L910 | | I 

I 1 and bb Natu 
Premium Lif \ss 1 and 

m) ( mtru m ot t ist 
rdered « January 4, 1911 ft 
stand I " illy) 

Kgvy la sta ld ” removal 
of Lisies on debt rdered 
on March ‘, 1911 to stand o 
generally) 

Joint Stock Trust & Finance 
Corp ld (misfeasance with w 
nesses —ordered n March 28, 
1911 to stand over generally) 

Tooley & Co Id (nisfeasance) 

Meter Cabs Id (on costa—with wit 
et aT | 

Law Car & General hl Corpn 
ld (on claim 

Home & F m Investment & 
Ager { 1 n rious ques 
tions) 

J W Gord x f | im of 
(oo 

Dover Coalfields Extension to 
determine I nts) 

Before Mr. Justice WARRINGTON 

fetained by Order 
Petitio With Witnesses) 
In Camera 

In rr R Hutchinson & L D 
Hutch ) infants pt hal In 
re The Guard miship of Infant 
Acts, 1866 Same v Same croés 

sumns (fixed for October 13) 

In re M E C Swan, E C Swan, 
CC Swan, and H C Swan, in 
fants In re The Guardianship 
of Infants Act, 1886 pt hd 

Motion 

In re W Bliss, dee Koe v Blis 

Cause for Trial (Without Wit 
weses) and Adjourned Sum 
mone 

Int un application by Jav A 
Parquet tor reyistration ot 
T raale Mark Nos. 325,427, 
325 423 wid opposition Nos 
5.176 aml 5,177 of Charles 
Chap! Nicholson Piesee und 
In re I Trade Marks A 
1905, for registration pt hel 

o libe Vv to apply to resetore) 

In re An Adéle Hope, «le In 
re Settled Land Acts, 1882 and 
1890 Tarleton Hope a id 
emns. (s o liberty to apply) 

In re F G Griftiths, dec Griffith 

Lei er adjd sumns 0 
yenera vy) 

In re F T Gompertz, de Packer 


v Gompertz adjd smns 

the Matter of Hall's Charity 
The Severn Commrs v the Trus 
tees of Hall's Charity and ors 
6pt ial Cast 
In re George King Morgan, de 
Dowson v Davey adjd smne 
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Earl of Egmont’s Settled 


The 
Trusts Lefroy v Egmont anjd 
| smns 


[rial (WithWitnesees) 


Causes for 


| The London & Provincial Assce 
Co ld Stewart and anr act 
wil counter-claim (by order) 
Mende! hn v Traies & Son (s o 
| pending settlement) 
| Webb v Webb act and m for j 
In re MS Cooper, «ke Reeder 
Curtis and ors act (6 o till 
further order) 
tr} Electric & ordnance Aces 
wies Co ld v Hancock act and 
u er-ciaim 
bax v Liber y & Co act i6 o 
Vo op \ Saunders act 
In 1 Kenrick & Jefferson's 
Patent, No 6,629 of 1903 
petn lor revocation (s o lotr 


| amemdmt of specification) 

I he DD Long Hook & Kye Co \ 
Newey Bros ld act 

In re applications by Ogston & 
Tennant ld for the registration 
of Trade Marks, Nos. 302,751, 
305,319, 305,321, and 305,322 
In the Matter of the Opposi 


tion thereto, Nos. 4,722, 7,424, 
4,757 of Harrisons & Crossfields 


ld and In re the Trade Marks 

Act, 1905, and In re the the 
Trade Mark, No. 63,989, of 

Ogston & Tennant ld Motn 


Raby v Raby 


In re Bennett, dec 
act 


Brice v Rangoon act (s o liberty 


© restore) 
May v Lavender act 
The Royal Warrant Holders Asso 


orporated by Royal 


E Deane & Beale ld 


late 


| Charter) v 


mm 


sot 
Machin v 
Bointon v Lles 
la m 


Spencer act 


act and counter 


Leek Rural Distric 


Council act 
Lhe Matte: 
Patent, No 


(reen Vv 


of England’ 
27,065 of 1907 
Bonehill v Holloway and anr 
petn for revocation 

re Edward Thorpe, de 
erts v J horpe act 


Buckland 


In 


In Rob 


and 


| Wight i ul ors v 

ore act 

Walter Victor Osborne =v the 
Amalwamated Society of Rail 


England, Ire 


Servants of 


way 
aml, Scotland and Wales act 
| King v British Underwriters ld 
| and anr act 
| ¢ lapp v Balls act 
Brown v W. H. Keys Id act and 
counter-claim 


Jenkins & Co. act 


Ludlow v 


| Parker vy Curzon act 

In re Ree’s Settlement Rees v ( 
Jones adjd sumns (with wit 
hesses) 


Landau v_ Industrial Selections 
kd and ors act 
Bloch & Klein v Woodhouse & 
Stead act 
Lake & Elliott kd v Easy Poise | 
| d Easy Poise ki v Lake & 
| Elliott ld a and countel 
claim 
The Law Guarantee Trust a1 
| A lent Society v the Munich 
| Re-insurance Co act 
Henderson v Hassan act 
Mackie v Woolfe act 
Elliott and anr v Elliott and an: 
aot 
rhe Browning Petroleum Co ld v 
t Commercial Union Assce 
Cold act 
Pitman v Brooke Hitching and 
anr act 
| In re Letters Patent granted to 
| H. Stearn, Nos. 1,020 and 1,022 
| of 1908, and In re H. 


re of 
| Courtauld and Co ld petn for 
prolongat ion of patent 


act 
| Watertield v Acre Rubber Co ld 
act 
Marriott v Hill act 
Suggitt v Chapman act 








Carey v Broadwood and ors 


act 
and counter-claim 
In re A. H. Solomon, dec Nore 


Vv Meyer act 

re Musgrave, dec 
Wilkinson act 
Artistic Novelties ld v Lilley act 
wley v Tristram act 


In Cripps v 


ichards v Craig & Turner act 
and counter-claim 

Moses v Veitch act 

Rhodes v Ward act 

Bayly v Higgins act and counter 
claim 

Kelsey v Wallis act 

Kidston v Paul act and counter 
claim 

Wright v Luck act 


Wallbridge v Stapleton act 
Fletcher v The International Cor 
respondence Schools kd act 

Attorney-Gen v Horner act 


Justice NEVILLE 

Matters. 
mf j 

Hillman v 


Before Mr. 
Retained 

Davis v Goulding 
In re Ellis, dec 

ton adjd smns 

re Beavan’s estate Davies 

Bank & Co v Beavan  adjd 
smns claim of PItff (with wit 


Can 


In 


nesses) 


In re Same Same v Same 
adjd smns_ claim of Mrs. 
Bevan (with witnesses) 

In re E. A, Smith, dec Publix 


Trustee v Kennedy adjd sumns 

re Baron Nunburnholme, dec 
Wilson v Nunburnholme adjd 
sumns 


Settlement 
adjd sumns 


Radcliffe’s 
Radk liffe 


re 
> 
Riv iere yV 





Causes for Trial (with Witnesses). 
Encinillas Mines Id v Anglo 
American Syndicate act 
Goldman v Grogan act f 
Burdett vy Rangoon Para Rubber 


Estates ld act (s o until after 


decision in House of Lords) 


Evans v_ Davies action § and 
counter-claim 

Harvey v Palmer act 

Preston v Deronet act 


act 
Nutkins v Saunders 


Rudd v Bowles 


In re Nutkins 


Philpot & Sons ld vy Anderson act 
and counter-claim 
Walker v Lewis act 





Goodwin v Gaydon act 

Farrow’s Bank Id v Scutt act 

Polden v Uridge act 

Kiloart v Laurence act 

In re James Williams, dec Wil 
liams v Williams act 

Woolf v Richards act 

Saccharin Corpn v Kolke act 


Griffith v Richard Clay & Son act 


soots, Cash Chemists (Western) Id 
v Johnson act 


Webster v Jenkins act 
In re J. Moone, dec Phillips v 
Meller act 


Davies v Harrison & Thomas act 


Gowlett v Brinckmann act 





East v Berkshire County Council 
act 
Iquitos Rubber Syndicate (in x 


Compagnie 
act 


liquidation ) v_ La 
Generale des Caoutchones 
Brigstocke v Hewlings act 
Townsend y Isaac _ act 
In re Clarkson’s Settlement Clark- 
son v Clarkson act 
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Foster v Charing & District Gas 
Works ld act 

Girdlestone v Daniel act 

Malcolmson v Huth act 

In re J. W. Hydes, dec 
Taylor act 

Briggs v Ford act and motn for 
judgt 

Preston v Driver act 

King v British Fram Construction 
Co ld act 

Jewell v Russan act 

Meody v Scammell act 

Heirs v de Bingham act 

Allen v Allen act 

Arnold vy Warren act 

Grundy v Christy act 

McLachan v Hancox motion 

Hotson v Whitaker act 

Nugget Polish Co ld v The Har 
boro Rubber Co act 


Hydes \ 


Before Mr, Justice Parker. 
Retained by Order. 
Causes for Trial (with Witnesses) 
Oceanic Steam Navigation Co Id 
v United States Express Co 
act pt hd (s o generally) 
Attorney-Gen v Plymouth Fish 
Guano and Oil Co ld_ act 

Attorney-Gen v Rural District 
Council of Watford act 

Lyons v Brandon & Revis act 
and counter-claim 

Hatry v Dalton act 

Tilling v Mead act and counter- 
claim 

Reeves & Sons Id v Boots Cash 
Chemists (Lancashire) ld act 


Causes for Trial without Wit 
nesses and Adjourned Sum 
monses. 

In re P Collings, a Solr, and In 
re Taxation of Costs adjd 
sumns (Ss 0) : 

In re Saunders’ Patent Launch 
Building Syndicate ld Metro 
politan Bank (of England an] 
Wales) Id v The Syndicate 
adjd sumns (s 0) 

In re Charles Pawley, dec Paw 
ley v Pawley adjd sumns pt 
hd (s o liberty to apply) 

In re Oliver Vincent, dec Ken 
dall v Vincent adjd sumns 

In re Nicholas Kendall, an infant 
adjd sumns (s 0) 

In re Broadbridge, de« 
bridge v_ Broadbridge 
for declaration 

Same v Same sumns for taxation 

In re Lloyd & Roberts’ Contract 
In re Vendor and Purchaser 
Act, 1874 adjd sumns 

In re Jane Susannah Fish, dec 
In re  Kendall’s Settlement 
Prestige v Lea In re Settled 
Land Acts, 1882 to 1890 adjd 
sumns 

In re Dighton, de 
Hughes adjd sumns 

In we The Matter of the Trade 
forks Acts, 1905, and In_ the 
matter of an application, No 
323,911, by Jacobus Johannes 
Van de Leeuw and ors and op 
position thereto No. 51,799 of 
The Havana Cigar Protection 
Assoc ld appl from Registrar 

In re Japanese and Eastern Corpn 
Id Cohen v The Company 
adjd sumns 

In re Anne Tarratt. dec and In 
re Anne Tarratt’s Settlement 
sailey v Peterson adjd sumns 

In re Samuel Pope, dec Glashy 
v Pope adjd sumns 

In re Richard Surfleet, dec Raw 


lings v Smith adjd sumns 


Broad 


sumns 


Clarke v 


In re Bryant, dec and In re | Cartwright v Hoogstoel act 


Settled Land Acts, 1882 to 1890 
adjd sumns 

In re T S Reid, dec and In re 
Trustee Act, 1893 Reid v 
Gibson adjd sumns 


In re W A Colts, dec Mahon v 


Colts adjd sumns 

In re Hungerford’s Marriage 
Settlement Hungerford \ 
Gould adjd sumns 

In re A Taylor, dec Kidd v 


Tatham adjd sumns 
In re Bryant’s Will Trusts and In 


00 


re the Settied Land Acts, 1882 


to 1890 Bryant v Bryant adjd 
sumns 
In re Martha A B Scoles, de 


Mansell and anr v Dudley and 
ors adjd sumns 
In re Knight, de 
Parrott adjd sumns 
Huggins & Co Id v Craigen adjl 
sumns 
In re James Holmes, de« 
v Holmes adjd sumns 
In re John Hick, dec and In re Th 


Wadey v 


lrustee Act, 1893, and In re The | Eisner v -Hoff act 
Public Trustee Act, 1905 adjd | Hill v Wilkinson act and « 


sumns 

In re Thomas Graham, dec Gra 
ham v Thorrold adjd sumns 

In re Avery & Wolverson, Solrs 
(taxation of costs) adjd sumns 

In re Emily Anne Lee, dec 
v Mullins adjd sumns 

In re Harding’s Marriage Settle 
ment Gilbert v Cliffe adjd 
sumns 

In re H. A. Sims, a Solicitor, and 
taxation of costs adjd sumns 

In re H. W. Trinder, dec Shep 
pard v Prance adjd sumns 

In the Matter of The Trade Mark 
Act, No, 324,666 and opposition 
thereto by B. Birnbaum & Son 
No. 5,175 for registration 

In re Patent & Designs Act, 1907. 
and In re Thompson's Patent 
petition (with witnesses) 


Further Considerations. 
Stephenson v Childe fur. con 
In the Matter of the Estate of J. 


Peard | 


Fisher | 


Chivers, dec H. M. Williams | 


& 8S. J. Hudson (married | 
women) v A. Chivers and o1 
fur con 


Jefore Mr. Justice Eve 
Retained by Order, 
Adjourned Summonses, 

In re F J. Sales, dec Sales v 


Sales adjd sumns 
In re Same Same v Same adja 
sumns 


Causes for Trial (with Witnesses) 
Iv re Marler, dee Curzon v Marler 
act (not before Hilary Sitting 

1912) 

he Ridgway Co vy The Religiou 
Tract See act 

In re Hughes, dex 


Jones act * 


He vart V 


Bethnal Cireen 
Borough Council act 

In re Companies (Consolidation 
Act, 1908 In re Christinvill 
Rubber Estates ld motion 

Becker v Earls Court Id act 


Schworer Vv 


Thomas v Mayor, &c. of Aberay 
act 

Cryer v Universal Insce Loar 
& Investment Co Id act 


Perry & Co ld y T. 
act 

Morison y Rangoon Para Rubber 
Estates ld act 

Fraser v Fear act 


Hessin & Co 


| Bourke v The Pekin Syndicate Id 


act 





Dyson v The Durham Colliery 
Mechanics’ Assoc act 

Attorney-Gen v Dorin act 

Sunderland Orphan Asylum v 
tiver Wear Commissioners act 

Pugh v Riley Cycle Co ld act 

Griffiths v Millington act anl 
counter-claim 

Clowes v Blake act 


Walker v Walker act 

In re ‘Treacher’s Settlement 
j Tompson v Jordan act 
Cowen vi Hooley act 
Walton v Elliott act and « 

claim 
Schwede v Worthington Ga 

Light and Coke Co act 


ountet 


Jom v Brooke act In re Robinson Settlement Gant 
Bristol Guardian \ Bristol v Hobbs act 
W iterw orks Co act Gas Kx onomising and Improved 


Attorney-Gen v Mayor &c ot Light Syndicate ld v The 
| Sheffield act Blanchard Lamp Foreign 
Grundy v Grundy act (Manches Patents Co ld act and counter- 


} ter District Registry) claim 
Leyland v Tanganyika Cones McElvenna v Perkins act 
ions Id act Short Bros ld v Wearmouth Coal 
The Scottish Reversionary Co Id \ Co ld Wearmouth Coal Co v 


Webster act 


} Ward wt 
. C H Collins & Co v Green & Cad 


silver \ J B Bru t ld act 
Knowl v William Whiteley id 


} 

bury Id act 

} act Rankin v Rankin = act 

| Williams v The Naval Colliery In re Hood. dec Hood v Rids 
| (o (1897) Id act dale act 

Staffordshire and Worcestershire Sharp v Dinn act and counter 


} Canal Nav Ivation Vv Bradley vet claim 


Newman v Dale act 


ountet Hardy v Kaye, Son & Cold act 
| claim Kngert v Engert & Rolfe ld act 
Frowd v Weston act Coslett Anti-Rust Syndicate Id v 
Martin v Davison act Lennox act : 
Stanley v Tipper act Carter v Apfel act 
Nickson v Dolphin act and Jowett v National Standard Life 
counter-claim Assce Corpn ld act and 
Clergue v Medhurst act counter-claim 
Harrison v Lindemann act Workman v Burges act 
Vandam v The Metallic Seaml Winnington v Champion act 
Tube Co act Sayers v Milles act 
British Oxygen Co Id v Ermekeil Attorney-Gen and Godstone Rural 
act District Council v Smith act 
Ferrs v Adams act | Blackwell v Blackwell act 
In re Mackenzie, dec tobertson In re Savage Bros Id Maris v 
v Mackenzie act The Company act and motn 
Ross v Lees act and ountel for judgt 7 
claim McPhail vy MePhail & Simpson 1d 
Small v Mayor &e of Taunton act act 
Finkle v Woolfe act | Whale v Chambers act 
The Rubber Produce Agency ld v | Pile v Griffiths act 
de Winton act and counter | Lloyd v Lloyd ut (Liverpool 
laim District Registry) 
Warwick Wright ld v H P Rose | Sutherland v Lakin act 
ld act 


The Property Mart. 
Forthcoming Auction Sales. 


Oct. 18.—Messra, Epwin Fox, Bousrixcp, Buanerrs, & Bappetey, at the Mart, at 2 
New Synagogue Site (see advertisement, back page, Oct, 7. 

Oct. 19.—Mesers. H. K. Fosrer & Caanvre.p, at the Mart, at 2: Reversions, Life 
Interests, Debentures, &c, (see advertisement, back page, this week). 

Oct. 20,—Messrs. Reywotps & Eason, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Residences and 
Leasehold Investments (see advertisement, back page, Oot. 7). 

Oct, 24,—Mersrs. Maniax & Marten, at the Mart, at 1.30: Shop Premises and 
Chambers, and Town Residence (see advertisement, back page, Oct. 7). 

Oct. 25.—Mesers. Dovatas Youna & OCo., at the Mart, at 2: Leasehold Blocks of 


| Residential Suites, and Freeho'd Shops, Premises, &c. (see advertisement, back page, 


Oct, 7). 

Oct, 25.—Mesars, Dyer, Sow & Hiiron, at the Mart, at 2: Modern Building (see 
advertisement, back page, this week), 

Oct, 20.~Mersrs, Tuckatr & Som, at the Mart, at 2: 
Property (see advertixement, back page, Oct. 7). 

Oct. 31.—Messrs. Buopie, Timps & Co. at the Mart, at 2; Freehold Ground Rents 
(see advertisement, back page, this week). 

Nov. 1.—Mersrs Hamrron & Sons, at the Mart: Frechold Investment (see advertise- 
ment, back page, Oct, 7). 


Lesseohold Residence and 








Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette,—FRIDAY, Oct. 6, 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 

Limirep tn Caancerry. 


| BIPSINE, (1910) Ltb—Petn for winding up, presented Oct 3, directed to be heard Oct 17 


Judge & Pricatiey, Liverpool Street, solors for the petnrs. Novice of appearing must 
reach the above named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of Oct 16. 


| B. K. OIL SYNDICATE, LtD—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 25, to send their 


names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to George Patteson, 
Pinner’s Hall, Austin Friars, liquidator 


| EMESTI SYNDICATR, LTD (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION)—Creditors are required, on or 


| 


before Nov 1s, to send particulars of their debts or claims, to R. H. F. Hitchens. 
7 and 8, Idol Lane, liquidator. 

GOODWIN, FERREIRA & Co, LtpD—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 30, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to John 
Philip Garnett, 61, Brown st, Manchester. Sampson & Price, Manchester, solors to 
the liquidator. , 








828 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL 


& WEEKLY REPORTER. _ Oct. 14) IQtl. 














GOSBERTON Gas Co, Ltp—Creditors are required, oa or before Nov 6, to sen | their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Bryan Smith, Bresby 
House, Quadring Eaudyke, nr Spalding, liquidator. 

KEIGHLEY HERALD (1999), Lrp—-Creditors are required, on or before Oct 17, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of | heir debts or claims, to Edwin B. 
Jacques, Burlington chmbra, Keighley, liquidator. 

SoOTH SUMATRA RUBBER ESTATES, LTD.—Petn for winding-up, presented July 19, 
directed to be heard Oct 17 alaman & Co, 62, London Wall, solora for the petor 
Notice of appearing must reach the above named not later than 6 o'clock in the 

afternoon of Uct 16. 
Usumeitep ty Caancery 

IREAT BRIDGE PERMANENT MoONRY SoctrTY—Petn for winding-up, presented Sept 8 
directed to be hear! at West Bromwich, Oct 20at10 J. and L. Clark, 2, Lombard st 
West, West Brom vich Notice 
than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of Oct 19. 

ANGPORT AND MID-SOMERSET BENEFIT BUILDING SocteTY—Petn that the winding-up 
of the above may continue, presented June 21, directed to be heard Oct 17 Woodcock 
& Co, Bloomsbury sq, agents for Louch & Co, Langport, solors for the petnr Notice of 
appearing must reach the above named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternvon of 


Oct 16 
London Gazette TUESDAY, Oct 10 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
Limitep tm Omancerr. 
POLLOCK & Co, LTD —Creditors are required, on or before Oct 3), to send their names and 
addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to UG. G. Poppleton, 26 


Corporation st, Birmingham, liquidator 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gazetic.—TURSDAY, Oct. 3 
F. G. BusseLL & Co, Ltp, 
UNION RUBBER AND CHEMICAL Co, LTD. 
Um-Tiour GOLD MINE, Ltp 
FaSsio MARBLE (1909), LTp 
STANWELL PLACK GOLF AND CoUNTRY House CLUB, LT! 
EMESTI SYNDICATE, LTD 
Hk&STON MOTOR MANUFACTURING, Co, LTD, 
B.K. OM SYNDICATE, LTD. 
N, STAFFORD, Lrp, 
J.D. PItToHER AND SON, Lop 
FREEMANTLE BREWERY, LTD 
Volt Fieres, Ltp 
CoomMps’ “ EUREKA’ AKRATED FLouR Co, Ltp 


London Gazette.—Frivary, 0 6 
VEAL & Son, LTD. 
Ecs LENT COMPOUNDS, LTp 
PUNBRIDGE WELLS AND SOUTHBOROUGH OMNIBUS Co, Lt 
MoTorRs (STOCKPORT), Ltp, 
KE. Borsr, LTp, 
NeW IMPERIAL CYCLE Co, LTD 
AxcHoR TUBE Co, LTD, 
CULLUM AND Co, Lip. 
PERUVIAN AMAZON Co, LT! 
PARK RIDING STABLES, LT: 
Unity Rupper Co, LTD 
NEw ERA Bioscork AND VAUDEVILLE Co, LTD. 
WILLIAM GRICE AND Sons, LTp. 
MANCHESTER CITY STOCK Rooms AND Orricrs, LTD 
LAHMEYER ELECTRICAL Co, Lrp, 
FINANCE AND EXPLORATIONS, LTD 
E. SLATER & Sons, LTD 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Sept 
Gi. HALLAS AND Co, LtTp 

Hl, 3. SWITHENBANK & Co, LTD 

BOURNEMOUTH ARKDOME, LTD. 

LONDON STEREOTYPE WORKS, LTD 

HELLA BUSHLIGHT AND METHANE GAS Co, Lrp 

MIDLAND ELKEOTRIC THEATRES, LtD 

A. J. SMITH, TIMBER MERCHANTS (1902), Ltp 

DONCASTER ELECTRICAL Co, LTD 

Pr. B. M. BYNDICATR, LTD 


Creditors’ Notices. 


Under 22 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Oct 6. 


BARRETT, CHARLES HENRY, Guilford st, Russell aq Nov 8 Hunt, Haymarket 

BLAOKETT, SOPHIA ELIZABETH, North Shields Nov 3 Drury, Newcastle upon Tyne 

CALDWELL, Miss Ros,MOND JANE MARSH, Talke, Stafford Nov 15 Barnard & Taylor, 
Lincoln's inn flelds Fi 

CHANDLER, Matturw, Chariton, Kent, Market Gardener Oct 14 Mason, Montpelier 
vale, Blackheath ; ‘ 

CHERTHAM, MARGARET, Manchester Oct 20 Livesey, Manchester 

CRIPPEN, CORA CUNIGUNDA, Hilldrop cres Nov15 Roberts & Co, Regent st 

DOMMER, HANNAH, Redlynch, Wilts Novi Hodding & Jackson, Salisbury 

FINCH, Mrs. HENRIETTA, Eltham, Kent Nov 4 Adams & Adams, Clement's inn 


i 7 ° Coorgr, Grorar, Oulton 
Bankruptcy Notices. Great Yarmouth Pet 0 
Coven, Evay, Cardiff, Bak 
London Gazette.—Fainay, Oct, 6. Uet 2 
RECEIVING ORDERS Conmes, eases Boum, Bott 
ot Oct 
Binrouirrs, Aarava, Elland, York, Farmer Halifax Pet yy eh 
Oct 3 Ord Oct3 
noe AN, Parte, Ipswich, Tailor Ipswich Pet Oct2 Ord | Dora, Tuomas, Ribcheste 
et Y t ( : 

. Preston Pet Oct 3 Ord 
neon, Ww J ~~ In, Dalston, Builder High Court | Bowaaps sienpaee = 
_ Pet Sept l4 rd Oct 2 Licensed Victualle 3 
Catverat, Stancey, Kingston upon Hull, Clerk Kingston | Ext ay - By 

upon Hull Pet Oct 4 Ord Oct 4 | 





Cannam, Water Jouy, Ipswich, Meat Salesman Ipswich | 
Pet Oct 4 Ord Oct 4 } 
Coank, Farpenicx Joseru, Great Russell st, Bloomsbury, | BE 
Solicitor High Court Pet Sept5 Ord Get 2 - 
Cows, Jous Wittiam, Netherfield, Notts, Grocer Notting 
ham Pet Oct 2 Ord Oct 2 | 


Evans, Anne, Carmarthen ( 
Oct 8 

ans, Danret, Caerau, or 
aif? Pet Oct 2 Ord Oct 





Oct4 Ord Oct 4 


of appearing must reach the above named not later | 


James, Penygroes, Carnarvon Lownis, Sypney Geoncr 


, Stawtey Faepericx, Porthcawl, Glam, Commercial Manwanine, 
| Traveller Cardiff Pet Oct2 Ord Oct 2 Oct 3 Ord Oet 3 


Frusaer, DANIEL, New Barnet, Herta, Farmer Nov 11 Starling & Wright, Gray's 


Inn sq 
| GIBSON. KATHERINE JANE, Newcastle upon Tyne Nov 13 Dickinson & Co, Newcastle 
upon Tyne : 
| GILLMAN, JAMES, Heigham, Norwich Nov2 Ladell, Norwi-h 


GILLOCH, PHILLIS, Fortis Green, Muswell Hill Nov8 Martin & Co, King st 

GREENFIELD, ANNE, Little Carlton, nr Newark Nov30 Hodgkinson & Beevor, New- 
ark on Trent 

Gretrox, JANE SomERS MARY CARLOTTA, Melford rd, East Dulwich Oct 21 
& Co, New sq. Lincoln's inn 

HAMILTON, JAMES, Cannon st, Merchant Oct 24 Monks, Cannon st 

James, JOHN RUSSELL, Tiford, Essex Nov stern, Stratford 

JOHNSON, GEORGE WALTER, Ruscombe, Berks, Licensed Victualler Nov 9 Jarvis, Fins- 
bury sq 

KENTISH, JAMeS CHARLES, Tufoell Park rd, Holloway Nov6é Dunkerton & Son, Bed- 

ford row 

| LAXTON, JoHN MEASURES, Liverpool, Boot Maker Novi7 Toulmin & C», Liverpool 

| LILLINGSTON, JULIANA BARBARA JANE, New Beckenham Kent Oct 31 Oliver & 

| 

| 


lrower 


Lyall, Cornhill 
METTHAM, GEORGE, Sheffield Oct 31 Neal & Co, Sheffield 
MorGAN, JAMES EVAN, Cardiff Nov10 Richards & Morris, Cardiff 
MOULD, LEANIRA, Stoke, Devonport Nov 4 Rundle & McDonald, Devonport 
MuSGROVE, ELIZA ELIZABETH ANN, Leeming, nr Bedale, Yorks Nov 20 ED & B W 
Swarbreck, Be iale 
NEILL, MARY ANN, Croydon, Carriage Proprietor Nov 1 Rowland & Hutchinson, 
Croydon 
OLIVER, ELIZABETH, Bideford, Devon Nov2 Hole & Co, Bideford 
| PEACHEY, CHARLES BERNARD, Eastbourne Nov 7 Walker & Co, Carey st, Lincoln's 
inn 
RaTCLIFP, GEoRGR, Gerrards Cross, Bucks Nov 6 Gardiner & Son, Uxbridge 
SANVILLE, GERTRUDE BRUCE, Manchester Oct21 Dunderdale & Co, Manchester 
| SELFE, FREDERICK VANDER Horst, Vld-Jewry, Surveyor Oct 26 Francis & Veneer, 
| sishopsgate 
SLATER, SARAH ANN, Elson, nr Alverstoke, Hants Oct 23 Shield & Mackarness 
Alresford, Hants 
SMITH, HANNAH, Rochdale Nové Standring & Co, Rochdale 
SMITH, ROBERT, South Ferriby, Lincoln, Innkeeper Nov 2 Mason, Barton upon 
Humber 
Stock, RoBpERT ALBERT, Henley on Thames, Veterinary Surgeon Nov 10 Mercer & 
Blaker, Henley on thames 
TAYLOR, ANDREW WILSON, Disley, Cheshire, Branch Bank Manager Dec 1 Lynde & 
Branthwaite, Manchester 
WALKER, ELIsa, Clifton, Bristol Oct 23 
WALTER, Gustav, York st, Portman sq Oct 31 
row 
Waite, Marta Louisa, Ryde, I of W Nov 18 Andrews & Co, Essex st 
WILSON, FREDERICK ERNEST, Barry rd, East Dulwich Nov 9 Flegg & Son, Laurence 
Pountney hill 
YOUNG, CHARLES WHITWICK, Dartmouth, Devon Nov 20 Winter & Co, Bedford row 
Younes, GEoaGE, Wortwell, Norfolk, Farmer Nov 8 Lyus, Harleston 


Meade-King & Co, Bristol 
jaraes & Butler, John st. Bedford 


London Gazette.—Turspay, Oct 10. 


BEECH, WILLIAM, Mercers rd, Holloway Nov10 Saint, Stroud Green rd 
BRETT, JAMES, Monkseaton, Northumberland Nov 20 H & ASwinburne, Gateshead 
CHILDS, JOHN SALTER, Wolverhampton Novil Wiilcock & Co, Wolverhampton 
OORNER, JANE, Wigan Novil Smith, Wigan 
CREWDSON, JOSEPH, Llangefni, Anglesey, Hotel Keeper Nov 4 Jones, Bangor 
CULLIS, STEPHEN, Saltash, Cornwall, Gardener Nov 18 Gard, Devonport 
Fox, JOHN, Newcastle upon Tyae, General Carrier Oct 16 Stewart, Newcastle upon 
Tyne 
FRANKS, HERBERT NATHAN, Leeds, Optician Nov 1 Wise & Wise, Manchester 
GAUNTLET?, CHARLES WILLIAM HAVe, Boundariesrd, Balham Novid Law & Worssam, 
Hoiborn viaduct 
GRAY, JOHN, Kingston upon Hull Nov 6 Jackson & Co, Hull 
HARRISON, ISABELLA, South Shields Nov4 Dickinson & Co, Newcastle upon Tyne 
HEPBURN, MARY ELIZABETH, Well walk, Hampstead Nov 18 Hepburn, Chancery In 
HYDE, BENJAMIN THOM\S FRANCIS, Newcastle upon Tyne, General Dealer Oct 17 
Stewart, Newcastle upon Tyne 
Jones, THOMAS WILLIAM, Cardiff Nov9 Morgan & Co, Cardiff 
Kieser, WILLIAM Woodbridge, Suffolk Nov lu Gross, Woodbridge 
MurrHy, PATRICK THOMAS, Birmingham, General Dealer Nov 6 O'Connor, Bir 
mingham 
ORTON, WILLIAM Epwin, West Bridgford, Nottingham, Draper Nov 10 Johnstone & 
William, Nottinzham 
OSBORN, SARAH ANNE, South Woodford, Essex Novi5 Rawlings & Butt, Walbrook 
PoULDEN, EMMA FRANCES, Bickley, Kent Nov 14 Simpson & Bowen, New Broad st 
PRECIOUS, ANN ROBINSON, Royston Nov7 Lawson & Lawson, Finsbury circus 
RAWSON, FREDERICK Percy, Sheffield, Cutlery Manufacturer Nov 3) Branson & Son, 
Sheffield 
RICHARDS, THOMAS BUCHAN MORRISON, Plymouth Oct 26 Prance & Prance, 
Piymouth 
RiLeY, EMMA, Dukinfleld, Chester Nov 15 Holroyd, Oldham 
SAHLGREEN, EMILY, Brdiington Nov6 Jackson & Co, Hall 
SHAW, WILLIAM, Halifax Nov il Boocock & Son, Halifax 
SIMPSON, MARY LovIsA, Southsea Nov 20 Robins & Co, Southampton 
SKINNER, GEORGE WILLIAM, Roehampton, Surrey Nov 2! Badd & Co, Austin Friars 
STRETCH, KNOWLES, Liverpool Nov 7 ‘Tyrer & Co, Liverpool 
TAYLOR, WALTER WILBERFOR, Cheadle Hulme, Chester, Licensed Victualler Oct 23 
Lancashire & Co, Manchester 
VINCENT, FREDERICK CarnpozaA, Hove Nov 11 Braikenridge & Edwards, Bartlett's 
bidgs 
Wess, ALICE MavUp, Hunsdon Miil House, nr Ware, Herts Nov 30 Webb, Theo 
bald’s rd 
W HAITE, FREDERIC, Eve, Suffolk, Bank Manager Novi? Lawton & Co, Eye 
WuitcomBe, EpMUND BANCKS, Birmingham Nov 30 Alfred & W ii Green, Birming 
ham ® 
youne, JANE, North Shield Novs Brown & Holliday, North Shields 


Broad, Suffolk, Shoemaker Grocoox, Evwarp, Kingston upon Hull, Plumber Kinges- 

t4 Ord Oct4 ton upon Hull Pet Vci 4 Ord Oct 4 

er Cardiff Pet Oct 2 Ord Havtsy, Watreea Geroror, Leigh Sinton, nr Malvern, 
taker Worcester Pet Oct 2 Ord Oct 2 

ingham, Estate Agent’s Clerk Jacxsoy, Frep, Brough, nr Kirkby Stephen, Westmor- 

Ord Oct 4 land, Farmer Kendal Pet Oct 2 Ord Oct 2 


Davies, Witttam, Newbridge, nr Ruabon, Grocer Wrex- James, Jony, Cullompton, Devon, Farmer Exeter Pet 
ham Pet Oct2 Ord Oct 


2 Oct 4 Ord Oct 4 
r, Lancaster, Quarry Master Ksowres, Haney, Newton, Hyde, Chester, Grocer Ashton 
Oct 3 under Lyne Pet Oct 3 Ord Oct 3 


Teather st, Camberwell, Cabinet 
Maker High Court Pet Sept1l Ord Oct 4 
1LL1aM, Salford, Tobacconist Salford Pet 





gor Pet Oct3 Ord Oct 3 


‘armarthen Pet Oct 3 Ord | Moraax, T, Chapel st, Islington, Provision Merchant 
High Court Pet Sept5 Ord Oct 4 

Bridgend, Coal Miner Car- | Morais, Taomas, Bolton, Lancs, Coal Merchant Bolton 

2 Pet Oct 3 Ord Oct 3 


| Evans, Henry, Porth, Glam, Collier Pontypridd Pet | Perxtns, HL, Abchurch la High Court Pet Aug4 Ord 
Oct 3 





om 
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Pitr, Henry Joux, Bedwas, Mon, Boot Factor Newport, 
Mon Ord Oct 4 Pet Oct 4 

Pottarp, Heyay, Kibworth Beauchamp, Leicester 
Leicester Pet Oct3 Ord Oct 3 

Pairstmax, Anparew Dimsvats, Walbrook High Court 
Pet Sept 4 Ord Oct 4 

Repmay, Tnomas Heway, Yatton, Somerset, Priater Bris 
tol Pet Oct3 Ord Oct 3 

Reep, Leoxanp, Seymour st, Eustonrd High Court Pet 
Sept 8 Ord Oct 4 

Reyer, Wittiam, East Hadden Villa, Pianoforte Dealer 
High Court Pet Sept5 Ord Oct 4 

Roetnsox, Georoe, Birmingham, Builder Birmingham 
Pet Oct 2 Ord Oct 2 

Sneaagv, James, Dewsbury, York, Coal Merchint Dews- 
bury Pet Oot 3 Ord Oct 3 

Sus.pos, Witutam Besry, Sheffield Electro Plate Manu 
facturer Sheffield PetOt3 Ord Oct 3 

Siuesox, Joan Longworth. or Bolton, Lancs, Farmer 
Bolton Pet Oct3 Ord Oct 3 

Surra, E:.woop, Old Trafford, Manchester, Painter Salford 
Pet Oct 4 Ord Oct 4 

Ssrra, Wiiwtam, Wickham Market, Suffolk, Saddler 
Ipswich Pet Oct3 Ord Oct 3 


Tay.ok, Aetaur Epvwis, and Auszat Hoster, Sowerby, 
nr Thirsk, Iron Founders Northallerton Pet Oct 4 
Ord Oct 4 


Tayior, Faaxcis Jouxs Davin, Sible Hedingham, Essex 
Carter Colchester Pet Oct 4 Ord Oct 4 

Tuomas, Davip Atrrep, Ferndale, Glam, Insurance Agen 
Pontyprida Pet Sept 22 Ord Oct 2 

We trogp, Wittram Veanon, Radley, Berks, Baker Oxford 
Pet Sept 13 Ord Oct 4 

Wuestwaiont, Atsert, Birmingham, Fruiterer Birming- 
ham Pet Oct 3 Ord Oct 3 

Wiss, A J, Stamford Brook mans, Goldh awk - Shepherd's 
Bush High Court Pet Sept8 Ord Oc 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Avery, Wittovansy Joay, Bled!iow, Backs, Farmer Oct 
14 at 12 1, 8t Aldates, Oxford 

Bintcurre, Artacr, Elland, Yorks, Farmer Oct 14 at 
10.45 County Court, Prescott st, Halifax 

Bowcurt, Georae, Tipton, Public House Manager Oct 16 
at 12 Off Ree, 1, Priory st, Dudley 

Bowman, Putte, Ipswich, Tailor Oct 16 at 12.45 36, 
Princes st, Ipswich 

Baace, W J, Dalston In, Dalston, Builder Oct 17 at 1 
Sankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Craek, Frepeatcx Joseru, Gt Russell st, Bloomsbury, 
Solicitor Oct 17 at 12 Bankruotcy bldgs, Carey st 

Cotusee, Wittram Wacker, Manchester, Cheese Factor's 
Salesman Oct 14 at 11 Off Rec Byrom st, Man 
chester 

Day, Tom, Great Grimsby, Wholesale Confectioner Oct 14 
atll Off Rec, St Mary's chmbrs, Great Grimsby 

Ect, Srantey Faevericx, Porthcawl, Glam, Commercial 
Traveller Oct 16at3 117, St Mary st, Cardiff 

Evans, Anne, Carmarthen Oct 14 at 11.5) Off Ree, 4, 
Queen st, Carmarthen 

Evans, Henry, Porth, Glam, Collier Oct 17 at 12 Off 
Rec, St Catherine’s chmbrs, St Catherine’s st, Ponty 
pridd 

Hap.uey, Water George, Leigh Sinton, nr Malvern, Baker 
Oct 16 at 12 Off Reo, 1i, Copenhagen st, Worcester 

Haraers, Lours Orret, Hudderstield, Tailor Oct 16 at 3.30 


Law Society’s Room, Imperial arcade, New st, Hudders 


field 

Haves, Atsert Ervest, Derby, Wholesale Fruit Merchant 
Oct 16 at 11.30 Off Rec, 5, Victoria bldgs, London rd, 
Derby 

Hiaaixzno1Trom, Josern Brooms, Heaton Mersey, Lancs, 
Shipping Clerk Oct 18 at 11 Off Rec, 6, Vernon st, 
Stockport 

Horgtys, Groroe, Sparkhil!, Worcester, Coal Dealer Oct 
18 at 11.30 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 

Hoveurtos, ARTHUR v, Northwood, Middlx Oct 16 at 3 
Off Rec, 14, Bedford row 

Huime, James, Leigh, Lanes Oct 14 at 11.30 Off Rec, 19 
Exchange st, Bolton 

Jones, Wittiam, Upper Llandwrog, Carnarvon, Labourer 
Oct 18 at 1.45 Prince of Wales Hotel, Carnarvon 

Kzevey, Groror, Mapperiey, Notts, Builder Oct 19 at 11 
Off Ree, 4, Castle p!, Park st, Nottingham 

Morais, Toomas, Bolton, Lancs, Coal Merchant Oct 17 at 
2 Off Rec, 19, Exchange st, Bolton 


Ossorn, Stuart, Datchet, Bucks Oct 16 at 12 Off Rec, 14, 


Bedford row 


Peextys, H L, Abchurch In Oct 18 at 12 Bankruptcy | 


bldgs, Carey st 


Pottarp, Henry, Kibworth Beauchamp, a sicester Oct 14 
at ll Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

Prrestuax, Axnpeew Diwspare, Walbrook Uct 19 at 1 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Paircauarp, Hues, Lianberis, Carnarvon, Butcher Oct 18 
at 2.15 Prince of Wales Hotel, Carnarvon 

Reep, Leovarp, Seymour st, Euston rd Oct 19 at 11 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Revver, Witstam, Redcar, Pianoforto Dealer Oct 19 at 12 
Bankrup‘cy bldgs, Carey st 

Riveway, Taomas, Elton, Bury, Lancs, General Labourer 
Oct l4dat 11 Off Rec, 19, Exchange et, Bolton 

Rostnson, George, Birmingham, Builler Oct 18 at LW 
191, Corporation st Birmingham 

Saearp, James, Dewsbury, Coal Merchant Oot 16 at 
lt Off Ree, Bank chmbrs, C orporation st, Dewsbury 

Simpsoy, Jonsx, Longworth, nr Bolton, Lanes, Farmer 
Oct 17 at3 Off Rec, 19, Exchange st, Bolton 

Surra, Witcram, Wickham Market, Saffoik, Saddler Oct 
19 at 12.45 36, Princes st, Ipswich 

Tuomas, Davio Atrasp, Ferndale, Glam, Insurance 
Agent Oct 17 at 11.15 Off Rec, St Catherine’s chmbrs, 
St Catherine's st, Pontypridd 

Wittiams, Wits Gairrirru, Portmadoc, General 
Merchant Oct l6at 12 Crypt chmbrs, Chester 

Witsox, Brown & Co, Leeds, Cloth Merchants Oct 17 at 
1l Off Ree, 24, Bond st, Leeds 

Wise, A J, Stamford Brook mans, Goldhawk rd, Shep- 
herd’s Bush Oct 18 atll Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


ADJUDIC ATIONS. 


Bintcurrrs, Arrave, Elland, York, Farmer Halifax 
Pet Oct 3 Ord Oct 3 

Bowman, Puitie, Ipswich, Tailor Ipswich Pet Oct 2 
Ord Oct 2 


Bainxiey, Epwarp Gaaves, Vic‘oria sq High Court. 


et June 20 Ord Oct 2 

Catveat, Staycer, Kingston npon Hull, Clerk Kingston 
upon Hull Pet Oct4 Ord Oct 4 

Canuam, Water Jony, Ipswich, Meat Salesman Ipswich 

Pet Oct 4 Ord Oct4 
eB, Jonw Wittiam, Netherfleld, Notts, Grocer Notting 
ham Pet Oct2 Ord Oct 4 

Corts, Jose, Leadenhall st, Salt Merchant High Court 
Pet Aug 9 Ord Oct 2 

Cooper, Gerorer, Oulton Broad, Suffolk, Shoemaker 
Great Yarmouth Pet Oct4 Ord Oct 4 

Coveu, Evay, Cardiff, Baker Cardiff Pet Oct 2 Ord 
Oct 2 

Curzon, Witi1aM Jony, Nottingham, Estate Agent’s Clerk 
Nottingham Pet Oct4 Ord Uct4 

Davies, Wittiam, Newbridge, nr Ruabon, Denbigh 
Grocer Wrexham Pet Oct 2 Ord Oct 2 

pe Evinorr, Count J, Aldwych, Strand High Court Pet 
July 4 Ord Oct 2 

Do.traix, Tuomas, Ribchester, Lancs, Quarry Master 
Preston Pet Oct 3 Ord Oct 3 

Epwaros, Herasert James, Penygroes, Carnarvon 
Licensed Victualler Bangor Pet Oct3 Ord Oct 3 

E.t, Stantey Faeperick, Porthcawl, Glam, Commercial 
Traveller Cardiff Pet Oct 2 Ord Oct 2 

Emmett, Ricuarp, City rd, Builder High Court Pet 
Aug 12 Ord Sept 27 

Evans, Anse, Carmarthen Carmarthen Pet Oct 3 Ord 
Oct 3 

Evans, Daniet, Caerau, nr Bridgend, Coal Miner Cardiff 
Pet Oct 2 Ord Oct 2 

Evans, Hewry, Porth, Glam, Collier Puntypridd Pet 
Oct 4 Ord Oct 4 

Gatrritus, Henry, Eardley cres, Earl's Court, Grocer 
High Court Pet Aug 25 Ord Sept 27 

Grocock, Eowaarp, Kingston upon Hull, Plumber Kings- 
ton upon Hull Pet Oct 4 Ord Oct 4 

Hapisy, Water Grorae, Leigh Sinton, nr Malvern 
Baker, Worcester Pet Oct 2 Ord Oct 2 

Hitt, Grorae Lewis, Leadenhall st, Envineer’s Store 
Merchant High Court Pet July 28 Ord Sept 27 

Hoopes, Faeo Atseat, Westminster Bridge rd, Publican 
High Court Pet Aug 22 Ord Sept 30 

Hoveutos, Argtavr V, Northwood, Middix S8tAlbans Pet 
July 12 Ord Oct 

Isragx, Joseru, Bow rd, Fish Salesman High Court Pet 
Aug 24 Ord Sept 30 

Jackson, Farp. Brough, nr Kirkby Stephen, Westmorland, 
Farmer Kendal Pet Oct2 Ord Uct 2 

James, Joux, Callompton, Devon, Farmer Exeter Pet Oct 
4 Ord Oct 4 

Ker-Seyrmer, V, Dover st, Westminster High Court Pet 
July 4 Ord Oct 4 





mem. e 





Kwow.es, Harry, Newton, Hyde, Chester, Grocer Ashton 
under Lyne Pet Oct3 Ord Oct 3 

Levy, Leovotp Siatsmunp, Abchurch ln High Court Pet 
July 14 Ord Oct 4 

Macxtwrosu, James Wavaen, Park villas, Winchmore Hill, 
Middlesex, Builder Edmonton Pet May 10 Ord 
Oct 3 

Maxwarntra, Writram, Salford, Tobacconist Salford 
Pet Oct 3 Ord Oct 4 

Morats, Taomas, Bolton, Lancs, Coal Merchant Bolton 
Pet Oct 3 Ord Oct 8 

Mort, Wituram Faepericx, Che'msford, Essex Chelms- 
ford Pet Aug3l Ord Sept 30 

Po.tcanp, Hexry, Kibworth Beauchamp, Leicester Leices- 
ter Pet Oct3 Ord Oct 3 

Prosys, Diestox Gorpos, Harley gins, The Boltons, 
Kensington High Court Pet July 7 Ord Oct4 

Pirt, Hexay Jony, Bedwas, Mon, Boot Factor Newport, 
Mon Pet Oct 4 Ord Oct 4 

Rourssox, Groner, Brmingham, Builder Birmingham 
Pet Oct 2 Ord Oct 4 

Roor, Bertram, Sutton, Oilman Croydon Pct Sept 7 
Ord Oct 2 

Suearp, James, Dewebury, Coal Merchant Dewsbury 
Pet Oct 3 Ord Oct 3 

Surtvox, Witttam Hewry, Sheffield, Electro Plate Manu- 
facturer Sheffield Pet Oct3 Ord Oct 3 

Simpson, JouNn, Longworth, nr Bolton, Lancs, Farmer 
Bolton Pet Oct 3 Ord Oct 3 

SMITH, ELwoop, Old Trafford, Manchester, Painter Sal- 
ford Pet Oct 4 Ord Oct 4 

SMITH, WILLIAM, Wickham Market, Suffolk, Saddler Ips- 
wich Pet Oct3 Ord Oct 3 

SUTTON, ABRAHAM, Trumpst, Manufacturer's Agent High 
Court Pet Sept 20 Ord Sept 30 

Tatr, J, Thornton Heath, Surrey, Baker Croydon Pet 
Sept 2 Ord Oct 2 

PAYLOR, ARTHUR EDWIN, and ALBERT HUNTER, Sowerby, 
nr Thirsk, Ironfounlers Northallerton Pet Oct 4 
Ord Oct 4 

Taycoa, Fraxcts Jony Davin, Sible Hedingham, Essex, 
Carter Colchester Pet Oct 4 Ord Oct 

Tuomas, Davip Atraep, Ferndale, Glam, Insurance Agent 
Pontypridd Pet Sept 22 Ord Oct 4 

Vince, Grorar Tuomas, Lymington, Hants, Cycle Agent 
Southampton Pet Sept 6 Ord Oct 4 

Wurecwaionrt, Aveerr, Birmingham, Fruiterer Birming- 
ham Pet Oct 3 Ord Oct 3 

Wooten, Harry Kvow.es, Liscard, Chester Birkenhewd 
Pet July 18 Ord Oct 2 

Youneo, Witttam, Domiciled in England, Oil Importer 

High Court Pet July 28 Ord Oct 3 


London Gaz-tte.—TURSDAY, Oct, 10. 
RECEIVING ORDERS, 


ApLer, ISAAC, Duke st, Aldgate, Woollen Warehouseman 
High Court Pet Oct6 Ord Oct 6 

ARSCOTT, WILLIAM, Wiveliscombe, Somerset, Pealer 
Taunton Pet Sept 25 Ord Oct 7 

BAILEY, ARTHUR EVANS, Alfreton, Derby, Joiner Derby 
Pet (ct 6 Ord Oct 6 

BEAUMONT, GODFREY LANCASTER, Llandudno Stockport 
Pet Sept 20 Ord Oct 5 

BUTLER, ELIZABETH MARY, Walsall Walsall Pet Sept 
25 Ord Oct 6 

CAREY, NELLY, St Leonards on Sea Hastings Pet Oct 7 
Ord Oct 7 

Cocks, WILLIAM, Woodley, Cheshire, Coal Merchant 
Stockport Pet Sept 25 Ord Oct 5 

Cran, JAMES, Great Harwood, nr Blackburn Blackburn 
Pet Aug ?3 Ord Sept 30 

ELLIS, MARTHA, and SAMUEL STANWORTH ELLIS, Don- 
caster, Coal Merchants Sheffield Pet Oct 6 Ord 


° Oct 6 


HICKMAN, WILLIAM JoHN, Walsall, Bridle Cutter Wa 
sall Pet Oct 4 Ord Oct 4 

HoMEn, FREDERIC CHARLES, Stockton Brook, Staffs, 
Builder Hanley Pet Sept 21 Ord Oct4 

Hucues ALBERT, Liandilo, Florist Carmarthen Pet 
Oct 7 Ord Oct 7 

Hurst, WILLIAM, Hulme, Manchester Manctester Pet 
Pept 22 Ofd (ct 6 

HUTCHINSON, HENRY, Nottingham, Lace Maker Not- 
tingham Pet Oct 5 Ord Oct 5 

KAISER, ARTHUR, Richmond, Yorks, Jeweller North- 
allerton Pet Uct6 Ord Oct 5 

Kemp, JAMES, Cromer, Norfolk, Lodging House Keeper 
Norwich Pet Oct 5 Ord Oct 
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Kear, J Broce, Hatch End, Pinner, Barrister at : Sew 
St Albans Pet Aug? Ord Oct 4 

LESsMAN, HARRIS, Liverpool, Cabinet Maker's Manager 
Liverpool Pet Oct 6 Ord Uct 6 

MULORAVE, SUSAN ELIZABETH, Southport Liverpool 
Oct 5 Ord Oct 5 

MUNDAY, CHARLES 
dieesser Canterbury 

NEWTON, AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, 
Pet Sept 19 Ord Oct 7 

PAINE, ALFRED, ALFRED D ARé 
PAINE, and RuBERT 8S! RWART 
Merchants Bedford Pet Oct 5 

PARNALL, SYDNEY F, Plymouth, Saddler 
Sept 29 Ord Oct 5 

ROBERTS, HeNRKy, St Keverne, 
Stone Quarry Trur» Pet Sept 15 Ord Oct7 

ROBERTS, LLEWELYN, Lianllyfni, Carnarvon, Baker and 
Grocer Aberystwyt Pet tret7 Oriltict 7 

BANSOM, FREDERIC SAMUEL, Willenhall, Stafford, 
Wolverhampton Pet Uct § Ord O té 

Scorr, THOMAS WILLIAM, Dunstable, Bedford, Provision 
Dealer Luton Pet Oct 7 Ord Oct 7 

SHAYTO, F C DUNCOMBE, Spennymore, 
Court Pet Sept i3 Ord Oct 5 

Suerugrnp, Goprrey 68, Long Acre, Motor Car 
High Court Pet June 20 Ord Oct 5 

SLATER, CHRISTOPHER, New Cleethorpes, Skipper 
Grimaby Pet Oct 4 Ord Oct 4 

SOWDEN, REUBEN, Barnsley, Auctioneer 
Oct 5 urd Oct 5 

STOKES, ARTHUR, Craven st, 
Aug 25 Ord Oct 5 

NTURMEY, JOHN JAMES HENRY, ( 
Sept 21 Ord Oct 7 

TAGGART, FRANK 8, Finsbury pymt 
Sept 12 Ord Oct 6 

TAYLOR, CHARLES, 
Macclesfield Pet Oct 6 Ord Oct 6 

Tovuison, HARRY, Bradford Fancy Yara Spinner 
ford Pet Octé Ord Oct 6 

WILKINS, JonN EDWIN Pops, Wells, Somerset Confectioner 
Wells Pet Oct5 Ord Oct 5 


Amended Notice: substitated for those published in the 
London Gazette of Sept 29: 


Pet 
LOBERT, Bethersden, Kent, Hair- 
Pet Oct 7 Ord Oct7 
Maidenhead Windsor 
Y PAINE, Peece WALTER 
Lens, Bedford, Woo! 
Ord Oct 5 
Plymouth Pet 


Cornwall Foreman of 


Baker 


Durham High 


Agent 
Great 


Barnsley Pet 


Bullder High Court Pet 


oventry Coventry Pet 


High Court Pet 


Congleton, Chester, Dairyman 


Br ad- 


BLow yey on Sea, Tailor Chelmsford 
Pet Sept 18 Ord Sept 2 
TOTOONCHIB, AR!HUR THOM AS, Whalley A wuge, Shipper 


Manchester Pet Aug 24 Ord Sept 2 
FIRST MEETINGS 


Duke st, Aldgate, Woollen Warehouseman 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

ALsor, UrntaAn Henry, Knowle, Bristol, House Furnisher 
Oct IS atil2 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

BUTLER, ELIZABETH MARY, Walsall Oct 20 at 11.30 
Rec, Wolverhampton 

CALVERT, STANLEY, Kingston upon Hull, Clerk 
at 11 Off Rec, York City Bank chmirs, 
Hull 

CANHAM, WALTER JonN, Ipswich, Meat Salesman 
at2 Off Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 

CAPLEN, ALBERT THOMAS, Weston super Mare, Builder 
Oct 18 at 11.30 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Cons, JOHN WILLIAM, Nethertield, Notts, Grecer Oct 19 
atilz Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Notti gham 

DAVIES, WILLIAM, Newbriige, or Ruabon, Denbigh 
Grocer Oct 10 at12 The Priory, Wrexham 

Potent, THomas Ribchester, Lancaster, Quarry Master 
Oct 18at1t Off Rec. 13, Winckley st, Preston 

EVANS, DANIEL, Caerau, nr Bridgend, Coal Miner 
at 3 117, St Mary «st, Cardiff 

Grocock, Epwarp, Kingston u on Hull, Plamber 
ati2 Off Rec, York City Bank chmbrs, Lowgate, Hull 

HARRISON, HENRY, Sheffield, Journeyman 
Oct 18at12 Off Rec, Fietree In, Sheffield 

HICKMAN, WILLIAM JouN, Waleall, Bridle Cutter 
ati2 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

Homer, FREDERIC CHARLES, Stockton Brook, 
Builder Oct 18at 11.30 Off Rec, King st, 
Staffordshire 

JAMES, JonN, Cullompton, Deven, 
Off Rec, 9, Bedford cir, Kxeter 

LoN NIB, SYDNEY George, Teat her st, Camberwell, Cabinet 
Maker Oct 18 at11.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

MANWARING, WILLIAM, Salford, Tobacconist Oct 1s at 
2.30 Off Rec, Byrom et, Manchester 

Morean, T, Chapel st, Islingtou, Provision Merchant 
Oct 18atl Bankruytecy bldgs, Carey st 


202nd Year of the Office. 


¥, SAMUEL, 


ADLER, ISAAC, 
On vt atl 


Ort 


Lowygate 


Oct 18 


Oct 18 


Oct 18 


Stafford, 


Farmer 


The 


Oct 19 | 


Oct 19 | 


Blacksmith | 


Newcastle, | 


Oct 18 at 12 
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| Muonave, SUSAN RLIZasern, Southport Oct 18 at 11 
Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 
PARNALL, SYDNEY F, Plymouth, Saddler 
Off Kec in Bankruptcy, Bristol 
Pirt, Henry Jous, Bedwas, Mon, Boot Factor Oct 18 at 
Off Rec, 144, Commercial st, Newport, Mon 
REAVELL, ToM AND#RSON, Stevenage, Hertford, Builder 
ct 19 at 11 Court House, Luton 

REDMAN, THOMAS HENRY, Yattor, Somerset, Printer 
18 at 12.30 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

SALE, THOMAS HARRISON, and HERBERT JOHN SALE 
Withington, Lancs, Art Printers Oct 18at3 Off Rec 
Byrom st, Manch: ster 

SANSOM, FREDERIC SAMUEL, Willenhall, 
Oct 20 at12 Off Kec, Wolverhampton 

Suarto, ¥F C DuNcoMBE, Spennymoor, Durham 
1 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

SHELDON, WILLIAM Henry, Sheffield, Electro Plate Manu 
factur r Oct 18 at 12.30 Off Rec, Figtree In, Shef 
fleld 

SHEPHERD, Goprrey B, Long acre, Motor Car Agent Oct 
20at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Corey st 

SLATER, CHRISTOPHER, New Cleethorpes, Skipper 
atll Off Kec, St Mary's chmbrs, Gt Grimaby 

STOKES, ARTHUR, Craven st, Builder Oct 19 at 1 
ruptcy bligs, Carey st 

TAGGART, FRANK 8, Finsbury pymt Oct 20 at 11 Bank- 
ruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

TAYLOR, Francis JOHN DAVID, Sible Hetingham, 
Carter Oct 23at11 Cups Hotel, Colchester 

TOTOONCHIE, ARTHUR THOMAS, Manchester, 
Oct 19 at3 Of Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

TOULSON, HARRY, Bradford, Fancy Yarn Spinner Oct 19 
atll Off Rec, 12, Duke st, bradford 

WELFORD, WILLIAM VERNON, Radley, Berks, Baker Oct 
Is at 3.30 1, St Aldate’s, O«ford 

WHEELWRIGHT, ALBERT, Birmingham, Fruiterer 
at 12.30 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, 
mingham 


Oct 20 at 12.80 


Oct 


Staffs, Baker 


Oct 20 at 


Oct 18 


Bank- 


Essex, 


Shipper 


Oct 18 
Bir- 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


BAtLey, ARTHUR Evans, Alfretn, 
Pet Oct 6 Ord Oct 6 
BRACK, WILLIAM JOHN, Dalston In, Dalston, Builder 
Court Pet Sept 14 Ord Oct 5 
BURNELL, GeorGE, Paignton, Devon, 
Pet July 19 Ord Oct4 
CAREY, NELLY, St Leonards on Sea Hastings Pet Oct 7 
Ord Oct 7 
ELLIS, MARTHA and SAMUEL STANWORTH ELLIS, Doncas- 
ter, Coal Merchant Sheffield Pet Oct6 Ord Oot 6 
HE&LLINGS, EDWARD and ARTHUR EDWARD SOMERVILLE 
HELLINGS, Nic :olas In, Bill Brokers HighCourt Pet 
Sept 22 Ord Oct 6 
HickMAN, WILLIAM JoHN, Walsall, Bridle Cutter Walsall 
Pet Oct 4 Ord Oct 4 
H1aGinnoTToM, JoserpH Broome, Heaton Mersey, Lancs, 
Shipping Clerk Stockport Pet Aug4 Ord Oct 
HOMER, FREDERIC CHARLES, Stockton Brook, Stafford, 
Builder Hanley Pet Sept 2i Ord Oct 6 
HuGHEs, ALBERT, Liandilo, Florist Carmarthen Pet Oct 
7 Ord Oct 7 
| HUTCHINSON, HENRY, 5 Lace Maker 
ham Pet Oct 5 Ord Oc 
| KAISER, ARTHUR, Richmond, Yorke, Jeweller Northaller- 
Pet Oct 5 Ord Oc: 5 
, JAMES, Cromer, Lodging house Keeper 
Pet Oct 5 Ord Oct 5 
LESMAN, Harris Liverpool, Cabinet 
Liverpool Pet Oct6 Ord Oct 6 
| MorGAN, CrmoTHy, Chapel st, Islington, Provision Mer- 
chant High Court Pet Sept5 Ori Oct 6 
MULGRAVE, SUSAN ELIZABETH, Southport 
Pet Oct 5 Ord Oct 5 
MUNDAY, CHARLES ROBERT, Bethersden, Kent, 
dresser Canterbury Pet Oct7 Ord Oct 7 
PARKIN, BENJAMIN KING, Leadenhall st, Enugineer 
Court Pet July 28 Ord Oct 6 
REDMAN, THOMAS Henry, Yatton, 
Bristol Pet Oct 3 Ord Oct 5 
ROBERTS, LLEWELYN, Lianllyfni, Carnarvon, 
Aberystwyth Pet Oct 7 Ord Oct 7 
RUTLIDGR, CHARLES, Douglas rd, Canonbury High Court 
Pet Aug 16 Ord Oct 5 
| SANSOM, FREDERIC SAMUEL, Willenhall, 
Wolverhampton Pet Oct6 Ord Oct 6 
ScoTt, THOMAS WILLIAM, Dunstable, Bedford, Provision 
Dealer Luton Pet Uct7 Ord Oct 7 
SLATER, CHRISTOPHER, New Cleetho-pes, Skipper Great 
Grimsby Pet Oct4 Ord Oct 4 


Oldest Insurance Office in the World. 


Derby, Joiser Derby 
High 


Builder Plymouth 


Notting- 


Norwich 


Maker's Manager 


Liverpool 
Hair. 
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Somerset, Priuter 

Baker 


Stafford, Buker 
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FIRE OFFICE 


FOUNDED 1710, 


Heap Orricer: 
63, THREADNEEDLE ST., E.c, 
Insurances effected on the following risks :— 


FIRE DAMAGE. 


RESULTANT LOSS OF RENT AND PROFITS. 
BMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY and | PERSONAL ACCIDENT, 


a ; 


orrice 


Capek from Peley dated LB 


Law Courts Branch: 40, 


WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION, | SICKNESS and DISEASE, 
including ACCIDENTS TO | BURGLARY, 
DOMESTIC SERVANTS. 


| PLATE GLASS, 
FIDELITY GUARANTEE. 


CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 


4, W. COUSINS, District Manager. 








By APPOINTMENT 


MAPLE & CO 


LIMITED 


FURNITURE 


OFFICES 
AND 


BOARD ROOMS 


AS 
Roll-top Desks 
W iting Tables 
Nes s of Drawers 
Rev 7lving Chairs 
Filing Cabinets 
Book-cases and Stands 
Hard-wear Carpets 








always on view at the 


TOTTENHAM COURT ROAD 
GALLERIES 


Catalogues Free 


LONDON PARIS 























ALEXANDER & SHEPHEARD, 


PRINTERS, 
LAW and PARLIAMENTARY. 


PARLIAMENTARY BILLS, MINUTES OF EVIDENCE, Books 


LimiTeb. 


STATEMENTS OF CLAIM, 
&e., &c. 


BOOKS, PAMPHLETS, MAGAZINES, 
NEWSPAPERS, 
And all General and Commercial Work. 
Every description of Printing. 
FETTER LANE, LONDON, 


OF REFERENCE, ANSWERS 


E.C. 





Syow, FRAnNcis, Okehampton, Devon, Poultry Dealer 
Plymouth PetJuly 17 Ord Oct 6 

SowpDEN, Receen, Barosley, Auction>er 

t 56 Ord Oct5 

TAYLOR, CHARLES, Congletm, Chester, 
Macclestield Pet Oct 6 Ord Oct 6 

THompson, Lieut W H HAtFrorp, Bri.tol 
Pet Aug 16 Ord Oct5 

ToOULSON, HARRY, Bradford, Fancy Yarn Spinner Brad- 
ford Pet Oct 6 Ord Oct 7 

Watts, WILLIAM HENRY, ani Georce SEAVIOUR Watts, 
Bournemouth, Nurs-rym:n Pole Pet Sept 20 Ord 
Oct 

WILKINS, JoHN EpWI¥ Pops, Wells, 
tioner Wells Pet O-t5 Ord Oct 

WILLIS, EDWARD ALBERT, Oxford st, Music 
High Court Pet May 26 Ord Oct 5 

Witsos, ARTHUR, and JAMES ARTHUR Brown, Leeds 
Cloth Merchant Leeds Pet Sept 18 Ord Oct 6 
Amended Notic: substituted for that ponent in 

the London Gazette of Oct 6 

HovuGgHToN,. ARTHUR VILLIERS, Northwood, Middlesex 

StAlbans Pet July 12 Ord O-t4 
(ADJUDICATION ANNUOULUED. 


WOOPHALL, JaAmME’ WILLIAM, jun, Ramagate, Builder 
Canterbury Adjud May 18 Annul Sept 12 


Barnsley Pet 
Dairyms3a 


High Court 


Somerse’, Confec- 
5 


Publisher 











D. 


Books 
SWERS 


ES, 


C. 
Dealer 
y Pet 
rym3a 
Court 
srad 


WATTS, 
© Ord 


‘onfe¢ 
blisher 


Leeds 
6 


Builder 





